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while rendering all the revenue that can be col- 
lected from the articles taxed, | hope they will 
agree to this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole not otherwise disposed 


The amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. HENDERSON. On page 224 1 move to 
strike out from line one hundred and ninety to 
line two hundred and twelve, of schedule B, and 
to insert a provision in lieu of it. I offer the 
amendment merely for the purpose of opening 
that sabject to a committee of conference between 
the two Elouses. 

“The words to be stricken out were read, as 
follows: 

Warehouse receipt for not exceeding fifty barrels of flour 
held in storage in any public or private warehousé or yard, 
5 cents; exceeding filty barrcis and not exceeding One hun- 
dred barrels, 10. cents; exceeding one hundred barrels, for 


every additional oné hundred barrels or fractional part 
thereof, 10 cents, 

Warehouse receipt for not oreo fifty bushels of 
grain held in storage in any seem or private warehouse or 
yard, 5 cents; exceeding fifty bushels and not exceedi 
one hundred bushels, 10 cents; exceeding one hundre 
bushels, for every additional one hundred bushels or frac- 
tional part thereof, 10 cents. 

Warehouse receipt for not exceeding fifty barrels of 
whisky, or beef, ones bacon, or other salted, cured, dried, 
or preserved meats, held in. storage in any public or pri- 
vate warehouse or yard, 10 cents; exceeding fifty barrels 
and not exceeding one hundred barrels, 20 cents; exceed- 
ing One hundred barrels, for every additional one hundred 
barrels or fractional part thereof, 10 cents. 

Warebouse receipt for not exceeding fifty tierces of beef, 
pork, bacon, or other salted, cured, dried, or preserved 
meats, held in storage in any public or private warehouse 
or yard, 50 cents; exceeding filty tierces and not exceeding 
one hundred tierces, $1; exceeding one hundred tietces, 
for every additional one hundred tierces or fractional part 
thereof, 50 cents. 


The words proposed to be inserted were also 
read, as follows: 

Warehouse receipt for property, goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, not opherwise proyides tor incany public or pri- 
vate warehouse, when the property or goods so deposited 
or stored shall not exceed in value 
ceeding in value @500,and not exeeedin 
exceeding in value $1,000, for every 
cents. 2 

Mr. FESSENDEN.,. Had tiot thé Senator bet- 
ter move that in addition rather, than to strike 
out the clause ? ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. If stricken out, it. will 
leave the whole subject open. 

Mr: FESSENDEN. So, if he moves that in 
addition, the whole subject will be open, because 
that can be amended in any way that may be 
necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Senator sees my 
design. ‘he next clause provides that a ‘‘ ware-. 
house receipt for any goods, merchandise, or 
ener of any kind, not otherwise provided for, 

eld on storage,’’ &c., shall pay 25,cents. If at 
happens to be pork, or wheat, or flour, a ware- 
house receipt may cost $5 or $10, but if the arti- 
cle happens to be cotton, or hemp, Which is very 
largely grown in my State, it will cost but 25 
cents, though the man may have $50,000 worth 
on deposit in warehouse. If: it ha 8 to be 
sugar or wool or any article of that character, no 
matter how much may be stored, the warehotise 
receipt is only 25 cents, because it is not other- 
wise specially provided for. My objectis to pro- 
vide that all property stored, no matier wharthay 
be its character and quality, shall pay a duty in 
proportion to its value f am not ‘particular 
about nt; | only want to open the ‘subject. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. f am not disposed: te 


make any objection to it. 
If the Senator desires 


‘10 cents; ex- 
$1,000, 20 cents ; 
tional $1,000, 10: 


Mr. HENDERSON. 
that. my amendment shall be in addition to the 
clause in the bill, and thinks that will accomplish 
the object better, I will agree to‘it; but ‘I think 
the way it stands now it will open the whole sub- 
ect, If yowstrike out the clause and insert what 
! have proposed, if the House of Re ives: 
insist on retaining it as it is, the conference com- 
mittee can insert this as an addition. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN.__ Very well. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILKINSON. The vote was taken on 
concurring in the report of the Committee of the 
Whole a few minutes ago while | was out. I 
wish to object to the amendment of the committee 
on page 28 at the end of section twenty-five, from 
line sixteen after the word “ collector’ ‘to line 
nineteen, and if necessary I move to reconsider 
the vote by which that amendment was concurred 


in, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
can have a separate vote on it by unanimous con- 
sent without reconsideration. If there be no ob- 


jeetion, the Chair will put the question on that 


amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to insert at 
the end of section twenty-five: 

And the salary and commissions of assessors and collect- 
ors héretofore earned and acerued shall be adjusted, al- 
lowed, and paid in conformity to the provisions of this sec- 
tion, and not otherwise. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I donot know upon what 
principle or idea the Committee on Finance re- 
ported this amendment. It seems to me that it 
clearly interferes with the amount of salary earned 
and due to collectors and assessors before the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They get more under it, 
do they not? 

Mr. WILKINSON. No, thay get less, as I 
understand it. Ll may be mistakenin this. This 
section’réelates to the auditing of the accounts of 
the assessors and collectors, and provides how it 
shall be done. Thére is an amendment in the 
former part of the section which says that here- 
after in the adjustment of the accounts of assess~ 
ors and collectors of internal revenue * which 
shall accrue after the 30th'of June, 1864,’’ and 
the Committee on Finance added, also, ‘‘ for ser- 
vices after that date, the fiscal year of the Treas- 
ury shall be observed,’’&c. Those amendments 
of the committee are proper, beeause they refer 
to the services after thie passage of this act; but 
then at the end of the section they add this, which 
I think entirely neutralizes the amendments which 
they have inserted in the former part of the sec- 
tion: 

And the salary and commissions of assessors and collect- 


ors heretofore earned and accrued shall be adjusted, al- 


lowed, and paid in conformity to the provisions of this sec- 
tion, and not otherwise. 


I called the attention of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to this section to-day, and he 
says that it will materially cut down the salaries 
of collectors if this provision is adopted. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is not that provision incon- 
sistent, with what is at the top of the page? 

Mr. WILKINSON. 1 think it is. 

Mr. DAVIS. It should be *‘ hereafter’’ instead 
of, ‘‘ heretofere.”’ 

Mr. SUMNER. I intended to call attention 
to this. I am very glad the Senator has done it, 
for Lfind | had made a memorandum on the mar- 
gin in regard to this matter. There is evidently 
some inaceutacy somewhere. | am not able. pep 
cisely to. explain it; whether the Seuvator from 
Kentucky, by his suggestion that ‘‘ heretofore’’ 
should ‘be “* hereafter,”’ is right, 1 do not know. 
There is something wrong about the passage. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. i can explain it very 
readily. We provided a maximum in the former 
bills we said that no collector should receive over 
It has been found 
that where a collector holds his office six months 
in a large district, and he colleets enough to give 
him his $10,000, and he dies or resigns, and an- 
other Gne comes in, and in the remaining half year 
he collects enough to give himself $10,000, they 
both claim the maximum of $10,000. We have 
established airule here that where there is more 
than one collector in the same year they. shaji not 
both of them receive the salary for the year fixed 
for the collector; and then we sny that the salaries 
ciple, which és the,correct principle. Like all 
other office-holders, pretty much, not satisfied 
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of the last year shall be settled on the same prin- | 
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_| the Treasury construes it. 
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with what the law allows them, they will get the 


|| pay for a whole year’s salary out of half a‘year’s 
1} 


service if they can. The First Comptrolter of the 
Treasury, who isa very valuable officer, when he 
came to settle their accounts refused to aettle them 
on any such principle. He said the manifest 
meaning of the law was that the $10,000 should be 
paid for a year’s service, and some accounts are 
hung up there for that reason, and we had the sug- 
gestion of the First Comptroller when we adopted 
this very amendment, providing that the same 
principle should apply to the settlement of former 
accounts. Ifthey have any rights against the law 
and against the intention of the law, let them en- 
force them. 

The Senator from Minnesota says, undoubtedly 
very truly, that he called the attention of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue to it to-day. ‘The 
Commissioner has been making a fuss about it 
fora week. He came to me about a week ago, 
very arixious about it for some reason or other, 
and all the reason I could get out of him Was that 
he was afraid it would counteract some legal prin- 
ciple or other, and he was a law-abiding man. 
That was about the amount of it. He said the 
greater number of them where this question had 
arisen had settled upon the principle of this bill, 
had recognized its justice and agreed to it, but 
there were some few who hung out and said they 
would not settle in that way, and we now just 
authorize the Comptroller to settle their accounts 
precisely on the principle on which they should 
have been settled in the first place; and then if 
they have any other rights let them enforce them. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I do not understand that 
the controversy between the Comptroller and the 
Commissioner is precisely as the honorable Sen- 
ator has stated it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Commissioner stated 
it to me himself. 1 take it from his own mouth. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I do not know what the 
Commissioner stated to the honorable Senator, 
but I will state what 1 understand to be the con- 
troversy. The Comptroller assumes to adjust 
these accounts on this principle, as | anderstand: 
he is to adjust them quarterly, and if the collector 
in the first three quarters ef a year collects but 
very little, he allows, according to his construe- 
tion, for the amount colleeted during those three 
quarters, and applies it upon the salary for three 
quarters of the year; and if during the other 
quarter he collects enough to bring his salary up 
to the maximum, he only allows sien at the rate 
of one quarter’s. salary; That is what I under- 
stand to be the construction that the Comptroller 
of the Treasury puts upon it, and I think, and 
the Commissioner thinks, that it is an improper 
construction of the law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thissection has nothing 
to do with that. ‘That is applicable to one man; 
this is applicable to where thes is more than one 
collector during the year. It says that two or 
three, or however many there shall be, shall not 
receive more than the maximum of the law, 

Mr. WILKINSON. 1 think tf cun show that 
this section does hay¢ something to do with it, 
This says that the fiscal year shall end ou the 
30th June of each year, ioe, suppose that last 
year a collector collected but very little during the 
first three quarters of the year, he was appointed, 
for instance, in August or September, and last 
quarter he collected enough to bring ‘his percent- 
age up to the maximum limited by the former 
act, e has been in office nine months; he col- 
lected say $300,000 in ‘the first three months, and 
in the next three months $400,000. By the con- 
struction which the Comptroller places on the law 
it reduces the actual amount which should be al- 
lowed as the-other offfeers of the Govérmment con- 
strue this law, and as | believe the Secretary of 


Mr. HENDRICKS. | think the Senator is 
mistaken about the construction that must have 
been given to the law, for this is old legislation 
im respect to the sales of public lands. There wae 
a maximum fixed: fora register and receiver of 
publiclands. If they sold during the first quae» 








eaaiink hanindichaniamde ea atte 
ote 
irene rere 


Peet. 6 


RON oh 


ai 

eg I LY PC ENIRE ERGO RRR GS FI 7 oy meen rR? 
— Fas! aie, ‘i 
wegrinene 


ee ne eee re ee 
oe BE Le 


se ee rere 


<A OE 
ne AT TOO. tle ai athe ttn 


st, s 
Gere mennge perenne 
=" . 


Se eet Re ee A 
ee ee 


ES tn 


— 
Ay emer igen, 


mene ere 
FINN Glace > eae 
ee 


— 


emer ne ee 









2770 


ter of a year so much land as that the percentage 
amounted t6 the maximum, they got no salary 
for the other three quarters, but if they sold not 
half so much during the first halfof the year and 
a greater quantity the latter half, they were paid 
up. That has been the construction for a great 
numberof years. The Senator must be mistaken. || 

Mr. WILKINSON. I know that there wasa || 
case in the Supreme Court in regard to the sala- | 
ries of receivers and registers of the Land Office, | 
and | know that the Supreme Court reversed the | 
action of the Commissioner of the General Land | 
Office, and eaid that the rules of the Department | 
could net govern and control the law in relation 
to their salaries. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. What case was that? 
Dovs the Senator recollect? 

Me. WILKINSON. It was the ease of the 
United States vs. Dixon, 15 Peters, 141. It is | 
quoted in a pamphlet that | have now before me | 
upon this very question, and that case is urged | 
as against the construction which the Comptroller 
of the Treasury places upon the original revenue | 
law. The court say in their decision: 











? 


* We do not perceive what connection the mode of keep- 
ing the accounts in the Treasury Department bas with the 
compensation allowed by law .to any public officer.’’ 

Mr.GRIMES. When was that decision made? | 

Mr. WILKINSON. It is reported in 15 Pe- | 
ters. 

Mr. GRIMES. Many years ago. 

Mr. WILKINSON, 1 do not see what ne- 
cessity there is for this clause in this bill if it is 
not to relate to back salaries. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is to relate to cases 


'| ment, it puts everything in the hands of the col- 





where there were two or more officers in the same 

ear. | 
Mr. WILKINSON. The honorable chairman | 
of the Committee on Finance stated that some of | 
the collectors and assessors had had theiraccounts | 
suspended. | am informed that the Comptroller | 
has not pa one single case under the internal | 
revenue law, but bas held every one of them back. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Every one where this | 
question has presented itself, 

Mr. WILKINSON. 1 understand they are | 
not allowed at all, that he has not passed a single | 
case. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. We cannot remedy that 
in this bill, 

Mr. WILKINSON. lam opposed to this re- | 
troactive legislation. I do not believe it is legal. | 
I do not see any necessity for it. If the Comp- 
troller is right he does not want any legislation | 
to aid him in his decision. “If his decision is 
wrong it is unjast to aid it by legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will be on coneurring in Senate in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole to the 
twenty-filth section. 

Mr. WILKINSON, lIask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeus and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulled—yeas 22, nays 5; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Carlile, Clark, Colla- 
mer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, 
Henderson, Lendricks, Johnson, Pomero Powell, Ram- 
sey, ‘» Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wil- 
son— 2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chaiidler, Davis, Howard, Sumner, and 
Wilkinson—5. 

ABSENT—Mesars. Buckalew, Conness, Cowan, Dixon, 
Foot, Hale, Harding, Hicks, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane 
of Kansas, McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Rich- 


ardson, Riddle, Sauisbury, Sherman, Sprague, Wade, and 
Wright—22. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. There are one or two || 22 


little amendments which I have overlooked, that 
are necessary, in consequence of the changes in 

the section relativeto banks, In line thirty-three 

of section one hundred and nine, page 162, 1 

move to change the penalty from 1,00 to $200° 

We have made the returns monthly instead ot 

half-yearly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ow page 164, line: sev- 
enty-five of section one: hundred and_nine,,} 
move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
concurred inthe amendment striking out ‘ one”’ 
and inserting ‘* five.”’ 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. PFESSENDEN. I move that the Senate 
do not concur with the committee in thatamend- 
ment, 5 


oe ere 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will put the question on concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


seven, line two, I move-to strike out the words 
** Secretary of the Treasury”’ and insert ‘‘ col- 
lector;’’ so as to read: 


That there shall be appointed by the collector of every 
colleetion district where the same may be necessary, one 
or more inspectors of spirits, &c, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope that will not be 
agreed to. Ido not see why the inspector should 
be appointed by the collector. 

Mr. HOWARD and Mr.CHANDLER. He 
knows more about it. 

Mr.WILKINSON. Under the law as it stands 
the collector selects the men to make the inspec- 
tions of all spirits, oils, tobacco, &c.; and the 
reason why | move this amendment is that. the 
collector, if he is a fit and proper man to bold the 
office, knows better who to select in his district to 
make these inspections than the Secretary of the 
Treasury does who lives a thousand milesaway. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, The Secretary’ of the 
Treasury can learn and ought to learn in regard 
to these things. If the collector has the appoint- 


lector, and there isno check on him. It is neces- 
sary that some of these officers should be a check 
on others, Ido not want the collector in any 
district to have the appointment of all the inspect- 
ors of coal oil, tobacco, and spirits, and every- 
thing else. 
Mr. HOWARD. Allow me to ask if this 
amendment is not the same as the provision in the 
law of 1862. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Thischange was intended 
to remedy the defects of that law ina great many 
instances. This is one of them. 
Mr. HOWARD. I prefer the old law most 
decidedly. 
The amendment was rejected, 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed 
and the billto be réad a thirdtime. The bill was 
read the third time. 
Mr. POWELL. | ask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. DAVIS again addressed the Senate. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. } 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll ‘on the 
passage of the bill. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Before the vote is an- 
nounced | move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to nieet on Wednesday next. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
is dividing. 
Mr.HENDRICKS. ‘ask unanimous consent 
to interpose that motiors. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. You cannot do it with- 
out a quorum. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. T wished to make the 
motion before it was ascertained that we had no 
uorum. 
Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent members. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
is dividing, and it is not ascertained that there is 
not a quorum. . 
The result was then announced—yeas 22, nays 
3; as follows: , ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Collamer, Doo- 
aes ee ey rimes, tartan, Harris, Hender- 
son, Lloward, Howe, Johnson, Pomeroy ae mnet, 
Ten Eyck, Trumball, Van Winkle, Willey, an Wien 


NAYS—Messrs. Davis, tendricty, and Powell—3. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Buckalew, ile, Chandler, Con- 
ness, Cowan, Dixon, Foot, Hale, Harding, Hicks, Late of 
Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Mc li, Morgan, Morrill, Nes- 
mith, Richardson, Riddie, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wright—24. ores 


So the bill was passed. 
LLOUSK BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of eae 
sentatives were severally read twice by : 
titles, and referred as indicated below: “ 

A bill (No. 494) to increase the duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
ona al CN 51 ide for th peed 

i o. 511) to provide for the more spee 
punishment of guerviinies and for other pelpiode 
a Committee on Military Affairs and the 

ua. ra 1a 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Senate 
roceed to the consideration of House bill No. 51. 
Mr. DAVIS. Let us know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of 
the bill will be read. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. f have no objection to 
the bill being taken up if the Senator wants that 
done, but I must move to-morrow to take up the 
fortification bill. I do not suppose, however, it 
will cause much debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I appeal to the Senator. 
Here isa bill which it is known to Senators about 
me for four weeks I have been pressing. 

Mr.FESSENDEN, At this period ofthe ses- 
sion we must pass the appropriation bills before 
anything else. 

r. SUMNER. I am with the Senator al- 
ways on all those measures; but this is a bill for 
the establishment ofa Bureau of Freedmen’s Af- 
fairs. I gave wa 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know how long 
that will take when it comes up. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not think it will takea 
day. 1 hope the Senator will allow it to be taken 


up. 

"Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to take up the bill (H. R. No. 51) to estab- 
lish a Bureau of Freedmen’s Affairs. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will not prevail. I made 
an effort to get the ear of the Chair for the pur- 
pose of moving to take up Senate bill No. 34, to 

revent military interference with elections. That 
bill has been up and discussed four days, and I 
think it could be completed in afew hours. Itis 
one of the most important bills that have been be- 
fore the Senate, in my judgment. | hope the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts may be 
voted down, and theSenate may order this bill to 
be taken up and continue its consideration until 
it is disposed of. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Is yours an older bill? 

Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir; mine is the older 
of the two. It has been debated for four days. 
I have tried frequently to get it up without avail. 
I hope the Senate may now take it up and finish it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 


adjourn. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to appeal to the 
Senator from Illinois to withdraw his motion for 
a moment. | made.a motion.a few minutes ago 
that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You cannot do that, be- 
cause the yeas and nays will be called, and there 
is not a quorum present. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Wecan call the yeas and 
nays on anything. 

r. TR MBULL. As I am opposed to ad- 
journing over, | insist on the motion to adjourn. 
ra | accomplish nothing by sitting here to- 
night. 

r. HENDRICKS. [f the Senator himself 
is opposed to adjourning over, I appeal to him. 
It is his right, of course, to vote against it; but 
is it his right, simply because he is individual! 
opposed to it,.to say that no other Senator shall 
have the right to express his desire on the sub- 


t? 

alee: TRUMBULL. Certainly not; but we are 
having a struggle between three or four Senators 
as to the order of business, and the Senator can- 
not get the floor to make the motion except by 
unanimous consent. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This whole 
debate is out of order, im the opinion of the 


r. : ‘ ! 
vr. TRUMBULL. ‘These gentlemen are in- 
sisting on their rights, and the Senator from Indi- 
ana cannot make his motion. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Wilt the Senator from 
Iitineis withdraw his motion? € P 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It would require unani- 
mous ¢onsent to interpose the motion to adjourn 
aver, and the Senator cannot get it. 1 should 


o toits iw i 
tempore. The question 





The PRESIDENT pro 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 
quorum voting: 


: 


Sai te 
Santee cietieeee an 


eS 


SI ONS Ce A 


Meee 





a 





1864. 


’ 








Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
absent members. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask for the yeas 
and nays on the motion to adjourn if the Senator 
will withdraw his motion. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will. 1 will do anything. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Letus have the yeas aud 
nays on the motion to adjourn. arte Ie 

ir. POWELL. 1 ask for another division on 
the motion to adjourn, if the Senator from Maine 
will allow me. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes 14, noes 8; and 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, June 6, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
he SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular order 
of business, to call the States for bills and joint 
resolutions for reference only, and not to be 
brought back into the House by motious to re- 
consider. 
COPYRIGHT LAWS. 


Mr. JENCKES introduced an additional act 
supplementary to the act to amend the several 
acts respecting copyrights; which was read a first 
and second time by its tile, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PENDLETON, in pursuance of previous 
notice, introduced a bill making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending 30th of June, 1865, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to the Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was referred; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 
Mr.J. W. WHITE introduced a bill allowing 


compensation to members of the Senate, mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States, and to the Delegates from the Terri- 
tories; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


UNION GAS-LIGHT COMPANY, 


_ Mr, FENTON introduced a bill to.extend the 
time for opening books of subscription tothe cap- 
ital stock of the Union Gas-Light Company of 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and. referred to. the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


DIRECT TAXES IN INSURRECTIONARY STATES. 


Mr. FENTON also introduced bill to provide 
for the collection of direct,taxes in insurrection- 
ary States, &c.; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. _ 


STEAMBOAT PASSENGERS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, introduced a 
bill further to-regulate the carriage of passengers 
in steamboats and other vessels; which was read 
& first and second time by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and, together with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER then’ proceeded, fis the next 
business in order, to call the States and Territo- 
ries for resolutions. t 


COMMITTEE ON NORTHEASTERN DEFENSES. 


Mr. RICK, of Maine, introduced the following 
resolution, upon which he demanded the previous 
question: 


Resolved, That the special committee on defenses of the 
northeastern frontier be continued during the present Con. 

The previous qpemion was seconded, and the 
main ion ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. , 


THE CO 
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Mr. RICE, of Maine, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RENDITION OF FUGITIVE SLAVES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut, submitted 
the following resolution, upon which he demanded 
the previous question: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report to this House a bill for the repeal of all 
acts and parts of acts which provide for the rendition of 
fugitive slaves, and that they have leave to make such re- 
port at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The latter part of the reso- 
lution would require unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. Then I will 
strike out the latter parf of the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the previous question 
will not be sustained. That subject has already 
been passed. upon by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The question was put; and the House refused 
to second the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to debate the resolu- 
tion, 

The SPEAKER. Debate arising on the reso- 
lution, it goes over under the rule. 


OCEAN MAIL SERVICE, 


Mr. HERRICK, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
furnish this House with a list of the United States steam 
vessels suitable to be employed in carrying the mails to and 
from foreign ports, together with astatementof the reduc- 
tion that nay be made, according to the suggestions of his 
annual report, in the crew and armament of each, when 
employed in such service, including, also, an estimate of 
the expense per month respectively of such vessels as he 
may report suitable for such employment when so reduced 
in crew and armament. 


GUERRILLAS. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I amdirected by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report back bill of 
the House No. 429, to provide for the more speedy 
punishment of guerrillas, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. ANCONA. How does that bill come in 
under this call? 

The SPEAKER. Under the call of States for 
resolutions bills may be introduced. That has 
been the uniform practice of the House. 

Mr. ANCONA. Let the rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
115th rule. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“115. Every bift shall be introduced on the report of a 
committee, or by motion for leave. Ino the latter case, at 
least one day’s notice shalt be given of the motion in the 
House, or by filing a memorandum thereof with the Clerk, 
and having it entered on the Journal; and the motion shall 
be made, and the bill introduced, if leave is given, when 
resolutions are catied for; such motion, or the bill when 
introdueed, may be committed.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Bills are in order when res- 
olations are called for. 
Mr. GARFIELD. 

question. 

Mr. LE BLOND. : I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
during the demand for the previous question, 

Mr. LE BLOND. Is a metion to refer to a 
standing committee in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not now in order. 

Mr. LE BLOND. I move, then, that the bill 
be laid-on the table. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I demand the yeas and 
nays. ’ 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. | withdraw the demand for 
the yeus and nays to see whether the previous 
question is seconded or not. 

“The motion to lay on the table was disagreed to. 

The House was then divided; and there were— 
ayes 60, noes 35. 

So the call for the previous question was sec- 


onded. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE moved that the bill be laid 
on the table, a 


Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia, demanded the 


yeas and nays. 


I call for the previous 
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Mr. ELDRIDGE d. manded tellers on the yeas 
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Tellers were ordered; and Mesars. Erprines, 


) and Core of Californian, were appointed, 


The House was divided; and the tellera re- 
ported—ayes thirty-five, 

So (more than gue fifth voting in favor thereof) 
the yeas and nays were alder? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yens 35, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Jamgs C, Allea, Ancona, Bliss, James 
8. Brown, Cox, Cravehs, Dawson, Eden, erton, El- 
dridge, Finck, Grider, Harding, Harri: »», Charles M. 
Harris, Herrick, Hutchins, Willlam Johnson, King, Le 
Blond, Long, Mallory, Marcy, McDowell, James R. Morris, 
Morrison, Noble, Pendleton, Perry, Robinson, Rogers, Rosa, 
Scott, Chilton A. White, and Joseph W. White —35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Armold, Ashley, Baily, 
Jolin D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B, Blair, Brvoin- 
all, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Thomas T. 
Davis, Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eliot, Fara-worth, 
Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Grinnell, Gciswold, Ute, Hooper, 
Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard. Johu TH. Hubbard, Lager 
soll, Jenckes, Julian, Franeis W. Kellogg, Orinuade Kei 
logg, Littlejohn, Longyear, Marvin, Samuel &. \ii) os 
Moorhead, Morrill, Daulet Morris, Amox Myers, Cocries 
O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Price, Al xauder Fi. Like, 
Joho H. Rice, Edward H. Rotlins,Seofield, Suanuon, Sivan, 
Smithers, Spalding, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Elihu B. Wash 
burne, William: B. Washburn, Whaley, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—67. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. SMITH stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Keanan; that his colleague Mr. Ranwpact 
was paired with Mr. Strives; and that his ¢ol- 
league Mr, ANDERSON Was absent ou ace aut of 
sickness, 

Mr. KELLEY, not being within the bar when 
his name was called, asked leave to vote, 

Mr. HARRINGTON objected. 

The vote was then anuounced as above re- 
corded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. ANCONA asked to have the engrossed 
bill read. 

The engrossed bill was read. 

Mr. GARFIELD demanded the previous qu: s- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LE BLOND. $1 hope that my ellenga 
will not press the passuge of the bill at this tine. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Why? 

Mr. LE BLON D. The bill has not been print- 
ed, and we do not know what are tts provisious 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 will yk ld to uy dite 

quiry. 
Mr. LE BLOND. We understand ov this 
side that the bill provides for the punishuy ut of 
civilians as well as men in the military ranks, 
It ought to be referred to another commitier, 

Mr. GARFIELD. = The gentleman ig entire ly 
mistaken in regard to that. This bill is for the 
amendment of two other acts refirred to in it, 
and which affect exclusively the Army in the 
field and the department commanders. ft is to 
have no effect where civil courts are estallished. 

Mr. LE BLOND. Then bask my colleague 
why he will wot let the bill be printed, in order 
that every meinber may be able to judge for lim- 
self. We prefer, on this side of the House, to 
judge matters for ourselves. 

Mr. GARFIELD. € will state to my collengue 
that the bill was printed in the Globe more tuan 
two weeks ago, and has beew placed before every 
rember of the House. 

Mr. DAWES. L appeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the demand for the previous 
uestion so as to allow the geutleman, [Mr. Le 
LOND,] or any other member, to state what ob- 
jection he has to the puoishmeut of guerrillas 
who fire upon our woduded men aud bie in wait 
to commit murder. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have stated that if the 
gentleman, or any other, desires to nsk « question 
or to offer an amendment | will yield for that 


urpose. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Ohio that as the bill was intro- 
duced under the call of States for resolutions it is 
governed by the same rule as prevails in regard 
to resolutions, that is, that if the previous ques- 
tion be not moved and seconded upon it, aud a 
entieman rises to debate it, it goes over. 
Mr. GARFIELD. Theu | insist ou the pre- 
vious question, ; 
Mr. MALLORY. Does it not go over under 

the rule if any gentleman rises to to it? 


* 
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The SPEAKER. It does not, for the previous | ~ The question was taken; and it was decided in 


question was not withdrawn. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, which was on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEY called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were or ered, 

The question was taken; ané it was decided in 
the aflirmative—ycas 72, nays 37; as follows: 

Y FAS—Mesers. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 
Baily, John D. Baidwin, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Biair, 
Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, 
Dawes, Dixou, Donnelly, Driggs, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fen- 
ton, Prauk, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, Hoo- 


per, Hoteliiss, Asahet W. Hubbard, Jom H. Habbard, Hul- 
urd, Ingersoll, Jenckes,Jullan, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 


Orlando Kellogg, Litdejohn, Longyear, Marvin, McIndoe, 
Somuet F. Miler, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Mortis, Amos 
Myers, Chartes O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Price, 
Alexander H, Riée, Jom H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Sco- 
field, Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Spalding, Thayer, Tracy, 
Upson, Elihe B. Washburne, William B. 
ley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge 
“2 
NAYS—Moesers. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C, 
Baldwin, Bliss, Coffroth, Cravens, Henry Winter Davia, | 


Dyweon, Denison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Finck, Grider, || 


ifarding, Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Hutehins, King, | 
Knapp, Le Blond, Long, Malfory, Marcy, Mc Dowell, Mor- | 
rison, Noble, Pendleton, Perry, Roblason, Rogers, Ross, | 
Ptrouse, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Chillon A. White, and Jo- 
seph W. White-—37, 


So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr, DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Reutwe.i,was necessarily absent, and was paired 
off with Mr. Mippieron. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, stated that he was 
vaired off with his colleague, Mr. Steere. 

Mr.GARFIELD stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Senenck, was confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. A. W, CLARK stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Van Vatkensurau, had been called away on 
business. 

Mr. ALLISON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Kasson, was absent on account of illness. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine, made asimilar statement 
in reference to his colleague, Mr. Pige. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. | 

Mr. GARFIELD inoved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and alsomoved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


RIGHT OF ASYLUM. 


Mr. COX introduced the following resolution, 
and moved the previous question on its adoption: | 


Resolved, That the recent extradition of a Spanish sub- 
ject, by the action of the Chief Executive of the United | 
States, inthe absence of a law or treaty on that subject, 
was a violation of the Constitution of the United States 
and of the law ef nations, and in derogation of the right of 
asylum, which has ever been a distinguishing feature of 
our polidical system, 





Mr. COX called for tellers on the previous 
question, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Cons were appointed, ~ 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 
ayes 38, noes 47. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr, WILSON, 1 move to refer the resolution | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COX, | move to, amend by referring it to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

The amendment was not agreed to, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend-by 
referring the vesobution to the select committee on | 


emigration, 

Mr. COX. I suppose the object of the gentle- 
man ia to break down the right of asylum. 

The amendment was rejected, 


Mr. WILSON moved the previous question. 

The previous question. was, seconded and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. FINCK called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to refer to the Judiciary Committee, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, » 4 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lllinois, 1 demand | 
the reading of that resolution, 

Mr. COX. 1 do not think it has been under- 
stood on the other side of the House, 1 insiston 
the reading. [{Laughter.] 

‘Phe resolution was again read, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ‘Thatis suffi- | 
cient. ‘1 see the résolution is in reference'to a man- | 
stealer and slave-dealer. , 


The SPEAKER. Détate ig not inorder, |_| 


a 





| 
ashburn, Wha- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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| the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 43; as follows: 


YEAS—Meassrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Baily, 
John D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Biair, Broom- 





[ suggest, therefore, to the gentleman from Iowa 
that there should be a provision inserted into this 


1] bill for the ratification of the transfer ef that 


| all, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Win- | 


ter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, 
Driggs, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, 
Grinnell, Hale, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll. Jenckes, Jolian, Kelley, Fran- 
cis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Littlejohn, .Longyear, 


'| Marvin, McIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 


| Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Charles ONeill, Orth, Pat- 


| 


|| Edward H. Rollins, Scofield, Shannon, Siean, Smithers, 


burne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, James 8. Brown, Coffroth, Cox, Cravens, 
| Dawson, Denison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Finck, Gan- 
| sou, Harding, Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Holman, 
Hutchins, William Johnson, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, 
Le Blond, Long, Mallory, Ngarcy, McDowell, James R, 
Morris, Morrison, Pendleton, Perry, Robinson, Rogers, 


| Spalding, Thayer, Thomas, ‘l'racy, Upson, Elihu B. Wash- 


White, and Joseph W. White—43. 


So the resolution was referred to the Commit- || 


tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was referred; and also 
moved to lay.the motion to reconsider on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIARY BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILSON, Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? an 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. The re- 
mainder of the day is, by the order of the House, 
set apart for the business of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. COX. Before the House proceeds to the 
consider&ftion of the judiciary business, I ask the 
consent of the House to have printed a report of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs relative to 
Mexican affairs. 

Mr. WILSON. I have been appealed to by 
many gentlemen around me to yield; and that [ 
may not do injustice to any, [ must decline the 
first request that comes. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will understand 
that no action is asked; it is merely to print the 


paper.@ 
Mr. WILSON. If I yield to one I must to 
others; | decline. 


WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT. 


Mr, WILSON, from the Committee onthe Ju- 
diciary, reported back Senate bill. No. 55, in. re- 
lation to the circuit court in' and for the distriet of 
Wisconsin, 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I desire to move 
an amendment to that bill, 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill hear the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I propose to 
add the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to interfere with the execution of processes or or- 


ders of sale, already in part executed, but the; same: shail 
proceed as if this act had not been passed, 


Mr. WILSON. I see no objection to that, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and was accordingly read the’ third ume, 








nd passed, 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which: the bill was passed ; andalso moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VIRGINIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back Senate bill No. 256, to change and 
define the boundaries of th® eastern and western 
districts of Virginia, to alter the names of said dis- 
tricts, and or Sane pEponees 4 

. - 1 wish ;to mole a suggestion 
song gentieman from lowa, ., The aie of 
Berkeley has been bythe old State of Virginia 
recently. transferred to the, State of West Vir- 
ginia, and accepted by the State of West, Vir- 

ginia, {twill therefore fall by this bill within 
the limits of that judicial district, for | perceive 


by the provision of this bill that the district courts || 


| of the United States are to conform to the State 
lines, and there may difficulty arise if jurisdiction 
should be ettempted to-be exercised, by the dis- 
trict Court of West Virginia and this county. 


| terxou, Perham, Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, 


Ross, Scott, Strouse, Wadsworth, Wheeler, Chilton A. || 





hear my amendment read? 
Mr. WILSON. Of course. 


reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SUMMARY TRIAL OF MINOR OFFENSES. 





county. 

Mr. WILSON. Ifthe facts be as stated by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, the interests of 
_ that county will not be affected at all by this bil). 

That question is not at all involved in the ques- 
| tions presented by this bill, and 1 would prefer 
| that it should be provided for in a separate bill. 
| Mr. DAWES. I have no objection atall. I 

merely made the suggestion to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. I assure the 
gentleman that no difficulty will arise out of this 
matter, and the object sought by him will be pro- 
vided in a separate bill. 

_ Mr. WILSON. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask the gentleman 
to allow me to offer an amendment. 
| Mr. WILSON, _I will hear it. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. | willstate that the 
| law now requires the circuit cburt of Virginia to be 
| held at Richmond? The district court is now ad- 
| ministering justice, or injustice, very arbitrarily 
at Alexandria. 

Mr. WILSON. I will state to the gentleman 

that that matter is now before the Committee on 
| the Judiciary on a resolution introduced by my- 


allow me to offer an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. WILSON. I prefer not to, as the subject is 
now before the committee, and it will be impos- 
sible to meet the difficulty by a few lines in this 
bill. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The gentleman will 


| 
| self. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Will the gentleman 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Its this: 


And be it further enacted, That the circuit court of Vir- 
ginia shall be held at Alexandria so long as Virginia is the 
theater of military operations. ' 


Surely there can be no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman will find many 
difficulties springing up as to the matter of juris- 
diction under an amendment of that kind. I pre- 
fer that the committeé report a separate bil to 
meet that case. 1 demand the previous question. 

The previous question was_seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
read athird time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, teported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, an act (S. No, 52) to provide for 
the summary trial of minor offenses against the 
laws of the United States. 

The bill, which was read, provides: 

That it shall be lawful for the judge of any district court 
of the United States to hold a special session of said court 
at any time, whether In term or vacation, for the trial of 
minor offenses fee the Jaws of the United States as 
hereinafter prov ratte . , 

Sec. 2. be it her ‘enacted, That whenever a 
complaint shall be ma mst any master, officer, or mar- 
iner of any ship or vessel belonging, in whole or in part, 
to any citizen or citizens of the United States,,0f the eom- 
mission of any offense, not capital or otherwise infamous, 
against any law-ofahe United States made for the protec- 
tion of persons or property engaged in commerce or navi- 
gation, it shall be'the duty of the Gistrict attorney to inves- 
tigate the same, and the general 
his. opinion, the ease is suchas should be summarily tried 
under the provisions of this act, he shall report the same 
to the avuadaeiel and the judge shall forthwith, or as 
soon as the business of ewurt will permit, pro- 


nature thereof, and if, in 


ceed to. try the cause, and fer that purpose may, if neves- 
oa, hold a special session of the court. 
ec. 3. dnd be it further enacted, That at such trial it 
shalt not that the accused shall have been pre- 
sieamts indicted, a a eens haa a yan by 
oath, in writing, shall be presen to the cuurt, setting 
offense. in Manner as clearly to apprise the 
accused of the character of the offense complained of, and 
to enable him to answer the complaint. And the said com- 
or statement shall be read to the accused, who may 
plead to or answer the same, or make a counter state- 
on) 


out 


ent. ; 

Sec, 4. And he, it further enacted, That the said trial 
| shall thereupon be proceeded with tm a summary manner, 
and the case Pace be decided by the court, unless, at the 


time or ans Boathies ieheed Jaros demand 
upon the complaint 


lee eee 


gallty. 


aed 


a eee 





en teen 4 a 


















ope ne roecernagepinoe 


SIS 


Te cpcaieenmiiern 






1864. j 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall not be 
lawful for the eourt to sentence any person convicted on 
such trial to any greater punishment than imprisonment 
in jail for one year, or to a fine exeeeding $500, or both, in 
its diseretion, in those cases where the Jawsof the United 
States authorize such imprisonment and fine. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall be law- 
ful for the court to allow the district attorney ‘to amend his 
statement or complaint at any stage of the proceedings, 
before verdict, if, in the opinion of the court, such amend- 
ment will work no injustice to the accused; and if it ap- 
pear to the court that the accused is unprepared to meet 
the’charge as amended, and that an adjournment of the 
cause will promote the ends of justice, such adjourn- 
ment shall be made until a further day, to be fixed by the 
court. . 

Sac. 7. And be it further enacted, That at such trial, if 
by jury, the United States and the accused shall each be 
entitled to three peremptory challanges. Challenges for 
cause shall be tried by the court without the aid of triers. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and ‘' was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
" Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WAR NEWS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House for its 
information the following letter from the Secre- 
tary of War: 





War DeparTMeENT, 
Wasnineton, June 6, 7 a. m. 


Srr: We have dispatches from General Grant’s head- 
quarters down to six o’clock last evening, which state that 
there had hee® no fighting during the day. 

The enemy made an attack Saturday night upon Han- 
cock, Wriglit, and Smith, but were everywhere repulsed. 

Haneock’s lines are brought within forty yards of the 
rebel works. 

The rebels were very busy Saturday constructing in- 
trenchments on the west side of the Chickahominy, at 
Bottom’s Bridge, and toward evening threw a party across 
to the east side. 

A dispatch from General Sherman, dated yesterday after- 
noon, June 5, half past three o’clock, at Altoona creck, 
states that “‘ tye enemy, discovering us moving round his 
right flank, abandoned his position Jast night, and marched 
off. McPherson is moving to-day for Acksworth. . Thomas 
is on the direct Marietta road, and Schofield on his right. 
It has been raining bard for three days, and the roads are 
heavy. An examination of the enemy’s abandoned line of 
works here shows an immense line of works, which Ihave 


turned with less loss to ourselyes than we have-inflicted 
upon them.”? 
The army’s supplies of forage and. provisions are ample. 
Very respectfally, your obedient servant, 
EDWIN M. STANTON. 


' Secretary of War. 
Hon. Scnvuy.er Courax, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
NATURALIZATION LAWS, 


On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of sundry 
citizens of Butler county, Ohio, praying for an 
amendment of the naturalization laws; and the 
same was laid on the table. 


WISCONSIN AND MINNESOTA BOUNDARY LINE. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of D. G. 
Morrison and others, citizens of Superior City, 
Douglas county, Wisconsin, asking for the pas- 
sage of an act authorizing a change of the bound- 
ary line of Wisconsin and Minnesota; and the 
same was laid on the table. 


CONFISCATION ACT. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the 
further consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 329) 
to amend the laws providing for the confiscation 


of rebel property; and the same was laid on the 
pe. property 


° 
LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with arecommendation 
that it do pass, an act (S. No. 42) in relation to 
the limitation of actions in certain cases. 

The bill, which was read, provides that when- 
ever, during the existence of the present rebel- 
lion, any action, civil or criminal, shall accrue 
against any person who, by reason of resistance 
to the execution of the laws of the United States, 
or the interruption of the ordinary course of ju- 
dicial proceedings, cannot be served with process 
for the commencement of such action or the ar- 
rest of such person, or whenever, after sach ac- 
tion, civil or criminal, shall have accrued, such 
person cannot, by reason of such resistance of the 





laws, or such interruption of judicial proceedings, 
be arrested or served with process for the com- 
mencement of the action, the time daring which 
such person shall so be beyond the reach of legal 
process shal! not be deemed or taken as any part 
of the time limited by law forthe commencement 
of such action. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to Jay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDICTMENTS-——-WHEN FOUND, 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, an act (H.R. No. 274) in relation 
to the computation of time within which an in- 
dictment may be found against persons charged 
with crimes against the laws of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back Senate bill No. 28, relgting | 
to members of Congress, heads of Departments, 
and other officers of the Government. 

The bill was read.” It prescribes penalties for 
members of Congress, heads of Departments, or 
other officers engaging as attorneys or counsel- 
ors in suits against the Government. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY AND EMOLUMENTS OF OFFICERS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back House bill No. 281, to amend the | 
sixteenth section of the act entitled **An act to | 
define the pay and emoluments of certain officers | 
in the Army, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
July 17, 1862. 

he bill wasread. It provides additional guards 
against officers of the Government being engaged 
in speculations upon the Government. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUNISHMENT OF COUNTERFEITING, ETC. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the bill of the House to prevent the 
selling and circulation of counterfeit coin and 
counterfeit and altered Treasury notesand postage 
currency bills, , 

The bill was read. It provides a penalty of 
$5,000 fine and not exceeding ten years imprison- 
ment for passing or circulating counterfeit coin, 
counterfeit or altered Treasury notes or postage 
currency bills. It also makes it the duty of the 
national banking associationsand collectors of the 
Government to break such counterfeit coin as may 
come into their possession, and to stamp or write 
upon counterfeit or altered Treasury notes or post- 
age currency, in such manner as sball prevent 
their circulation, being responsible to the party 
for any genuine money so broken or stamped. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third Jime, and passed. 

r. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPOSIT VILLAGE. 
Mr. WILSON, from the same committec, re- 


ported back House bill No. 497, in relation to 


the village of Deposit, Delaware coanty, New 
York. 
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The bill was read. It states that the village of 
Deposit is located partly in Delaware county and 
partly in Broome county, and provides that for 
all national purposes it shall be considered: as 
wholly in Delaware county. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. WILSON moved to reconsider the yote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to recousider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HEIRS SF JOSEPH NOURSE. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the memorial of the legal represent- 
atives of Joseph Nourse; which was laid on the 
table, and the committee discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration. 


WILLIAM D. SHIPMAN. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely upon the memorial of William 
D. Shipman for increased pay of the judges of 
the district court; which was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE GRANTS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with arecommendation that itdo not 
pass, House bill No. 286, to extend the time for 
the acceptance of the act entitled ‘An act donat- 
ing public lands to the several States and Terri- 
tories which may provide colleges for the benefit 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’’ approved 
July 2, 1862, and to amend said act. 

‘The bill was laid on the table. 


SALARIES OF UNITED STATES JUDGES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass, House bill No, 275, to fix the salaries 
of the justices of the Supreme Court and certain 
of the judges of the district court of the United 
States. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


PUNISHMENT OF INSURRECTION, ETC. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass, joint resolution H. R. No, 17, repealing 
part of the joint resolution explanatory of an act 
**to suppress insurrection, to punish treason and 
rebellion, to seize and confiscate the property of 
rebels, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 
17, 1862. 

The resolution was laid on the table. 


MEMPHIS CIVIL COMMISSION. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with the recommendation that it do 
not pass, House bill No. 90, to legalize and es- 
tablish the civil commission at Memphis. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


GOLD CONTRACTS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same commiitee, re- 
ported back, with a récommendation that it do 
not pass, House bill No. 248, to regulate con- 
tracts for gold. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


KENTUCKY REBEL RAIDS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the resolutions of the State of Ken- 
tucky to reinrburse the State for losses by rebel 
raids; which were laid on the table, and the com- 
mittee discharged from their further considera- 
tion. 

PUNISHMENT OF TREASON, ETC. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 

ported back, with arecommendation that itdo not 

ass, House bill No. 6, to repeal joint resolution 
No. 63, approved July 17, 1862. 
The ball wea laid on the table. 


"A. FP. ALLEN. 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the petition of A. F. Allen asking 
compensation for loss of building; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, reported back with amendments and with thie 
recommendation that it do pass, joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 87) ametidatory of an act to provide 
for the deficieticy in the appropriation for the pay 
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ern department or department of Missouri, 

The amendments reported by the committee 
gre an follows: 

1. After the word “ thus,”’ in the fifteenth line, | 
insert the word * actually,” 

2. Sirik ont in the sixteenth and seventeenth 
lines the words “ with six per cent, interest from 
the date of the payment,” 

Mr. KING demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ae and the 
mein question ordered, 

The omendments were agregd to. ; 

The jomt resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read athird time; and beingengrossed, 

















in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, It isa bill, of course, which | individ- 
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of office: s nnd men actually employed in the west- I 


| 


wally prefer very much to the one mow before the {) 


House, But, in view of the late period of the 
session and the inevitable consequence growing 
out of any discussion of this subject—the defeat, 
perhaps, of both measures—I prefer that the bill 
now before the House shall pass and go into the 
Senate, because | know that a more comprehen- 
sive bill is under consideration before the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the Senate; and if a majority 


|| of that committee favor that measure, they can 


send it back to us in lieu of the one which we are 
now about to send to the Senate: Under these 
circumstances I waive, so far as [am concerned, 


it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. | all objection to substituting for the bill now be- 
Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by || fore the House the bill which is in Committee of 


which the jvint resolution was passed; and also 
moved to. lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to, 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS, ETC, 


Mr. WILSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported buek bill of the House (No. 305) to re- 
sirict the jurisdic ion of the Court of Claims, and 
to provide for the payment of certain demands 
for quartermasters’ stores and subsistence sup- 
plios furnished to the armies of the United States. 

The bill was read. The first section provides | 
that the juriadiciion of the Court of Claims shall | 


United States growing out of the destruction of 
or damage io property by the Army or Navy, or 
any part of the Army or Navy, engaged in the 
suppor ssion of the rebellion from the commence- 
ment to the close thereof, 

The second section provides that all claims of | 
loyal etizens for quart rmasters’ stores actually 
furnished to the Army of the United States may 





be submitted to the Quartermaster General of the 
United States, accomp mied with such proof as 
each claimant can presentof the fucts in his case, 
ard that it shall be the duty of the Quartermaster 
General tocause such claims to be examined, and 
ifcouvineed that they are just, and that the stores 
have actually been received or taken for the use 
of the Army, then to report such casesto the Third | 
Auditor of the Treasury with a recommendation 
for setdlement, 
The third section provides that all claims of | 
loyal eiizens for subsistence actually furnished to | 
the Army may be submitted to the Commissary | 
General of Subsistence, accompanied with suc 
proof as each such claimant can offer, and makes 
it the duty of the Commissary General of Sub- 
sistence to cause each claim to be examined, and 
if convinced that it is just, and that the subsist- 
ence haa been received or taken for the use of the 
Army, to report such case to the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury with a recommendation for set- 
Uement, avd that the action of the Quartermaster 
General or of the Commissary General of Sub- 
sistenee, as the case may be, avd of the account- 
ing officer of the Treosury shall be final and con- 
clusive upon such claims, which may be thereupon 
paid; provided that no claimsshall be examined, 
audited, or allowed under the provisions of the 
bill until the claimant shall have taken and sub- 
seribed and filed with his claim the oath prescribed 
by the act “to prescribe an oath of office,” a 
proved July 2, 1862, excepting so much of said 
oath ag relates to the discharge of the duties of 
officers, and every person fulsely taking said oath 
under the previsions of this bill shall be liable 
to the penalues prescribed in the act of July 2, 








Mr. WILSON, I call the previous question 
on the engrossament of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that call for a single moment. 

Mr. WILSON. I will do so for a moment to 
hear what the gentleman has to say. 

Mr. TUOMAS, The House will remember 
that this subject was ander consideration a month 
or two ago, and they will recollect that a more 
comprehensive bill ann the one now before this 
bod y was sanctioned by a very large majority of 
the House. After the principle of that bill was 
sanctioned, the majority thought it advisable to 
commit the bill te the Judiciary Committee, with 
@ view to its revisal aud amendment, That bill 
has been considered by the committee, and has 
been reported with sundry amendments. It is now | 


the Whole on the state of the Union. If genile- 
men who are friendly to the payment of these 
claims differ from me as to the proper course to 
be pursued, [ would suggest that this bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
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of the Union, that then the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and that both bills be considered to- 
gether, and that one passed which will meet the 
sanction of the majority. But I prefer that the 
bill now before the House be passed, and sub- 
jected to the scrutiny and amendment of the 
Senate. 

The bill was engrossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. WILSON moved the previous question on 
the passage of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I ask whether this bill cov- 
ers anything more than property taken for the 
use of the Army. 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. 

Mr.GARFIELD. It does not extend at all to 
damages? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
GARFIELD. 

The question was taken; and the bill was 
passed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 


All right, 


| jay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DISABILITIES OF TRAITORS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back an act to exclude traitors 
and alien enemies from the courts of the United 
States in civil cases, and from the public lands; 
which was ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. 


CONFISCATION OF REBEL PROPERTY. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back adversely a bill (H. R. No. 
329) to amend the laws providing for the confis- 
cation of rebel property, and asked that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same. 

It was so ordered. 


REPEAL OF FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported, for several bills referred to 
the committee on that subject, a substitute enti- 
ued “A bill to repeal the fugitive slave act of 
1850 and all acts and parts of acts for the rendi- 
tion of fugitive slaves;’’ which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill repeals sections three and four of the 
act respecting fugitives from justice and persons 
escaping from the service of their masters, passed 
February 12, 1793, and an act to amend and sup- 
plementary to the same, passed September, 1850. 

The bill was ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recoMmitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table, and called 
for tellers on the latter motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Morris, of 
New York, and Corrrortn, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 26, noes 57; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WILSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 44, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baidwin, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, James 8. Brown, Coffroth, 
Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, 
Finck, Grider, Harding, Harringten, Charles M. Harris, 
Holman, William Jolnson, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, 
Le Blond, Long, Mallory, Marcy, McDowell, James R. 
lorris, Morrison, Noble, Pendleton, Perry, Robinson, Ro- 
gers, Ross, Strouse, Sweat, Wadsworth, Wheeler, Chilton 


| A. White, and Joseph W. White—44. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Astley, 
Baily, Joon D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, Broomall, Am- 
brose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Thomas T. 
Davis, Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Frank, Garfielc’, Gooch, Grinnell, Hooper, Hotch- 
kiss, John H. Hubbard, Hutburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Julian, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Littlejohn, 
Longyear, Marvin, MeIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Charles O'Neill, Orth, 
Patterson, Perham, Price, Edward H. Rollins, Scofield, 
Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Spalding, Thayer, Thomas, 
Tracy, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, William. Washburn, 
Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and Window . 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. WILSON moved the previous question on 
the motion to reconsider. 

The previous A aig was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under its operation 
the vote by which the bill was recommitted was 
reconsidered. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York, withdrew the 
motion to recommit. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. ’ 

r. MORRIS, of New York, moved the pre- 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question if*he will with- 
draw the previous question. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I decline to 


| withdraw it. 


| Mr. MALLORY. Then I wish to state to the 


| 
| 
| Mr. MALLORY, 
| 
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House the reason why | asked the gentleman to 
withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

I wish to say only a word. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I have the floor I move 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. If the gentle- 
man from Kentucky does not want over two min- 
utes | am willing to yield to him. 

Mr. COX. Think of it! They condescend to 
give us two minutes to discuss the repeal of the 

onstitution ! 
| Mr.MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, Kentucky is 
| the only State still adhering to the Union which 
has not abolished or taken the initiatory steps to 

abolish slavery. Missouri has already passed an 
| ordinance of emancipation, and it is generally 


conceded, I believe, that the convention now in 
session in Maryland will abolish it in that State; 
Kentucky, then, in ashort time, will be the only 
State, of abl those adhering to the national Union, 
in which slavery will remain. 

A Memser. What of Delaware? 

Mr. MALLORY. 1 think slavery has been 
abolished in Delaware, or at any rate only exists 
there nominally. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It has badly gone. 

Mr. MALLORY. As the gentlemen on the 
other side of the House regard this as the fact, 
and as they know that the Constitation orders the 
surrender of fugitive slaves, | demand, as an act 
of justice to my State, that the fugitive slave act 
be permitted to remain on the statute-book. If 
you say that it will be a dead letter, so much less 
excuse have you for repealing it, and so much 
more certainly is the insult and wrong to Ken- 

| tucky gratuitous. This act by which you de- 
clare your intention not to obey the injunction of 
the Constitution is wanton and useless, except 
for the pur of bravely exhibiting your con- 
tempt for that instrument and the rights of the 
States. This act, remember, is the forerunner 
of an act to amend the Constitution so as to au- 
thorize to abolish slavery throughout 


the United States. You must think you will fail 
in that effort, or you would not press this. — 

Mr. Speaker, if the fugitive slave law is re- 
pealed, and your provost and 
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ing officers draft and recruit the slaves of Ken- 
tucky; if this policy is continued, what need, 
think you, will there be toabolish slavery by con- 
stitutional amendment? Sir, 1 warn you against 
the course this Congress is pursuing. Already 

ou have crushed out every feeling of love of the 
Linton in the people of the revolted States, and 
you are besotted if you think that acts of op- 
pression and wrong can be perpetrated in the bor- 
der slave States without producing estrangement 
and even enmity there. Kentucky has remained 
true to her faith pledged to the Government, and 
I warn you not to persevere in inflicting on her 
insult and outrage. The framers of the Consti- 
tution gave us the right to reclaim fugitive slaves. 
It was conceded not as a favor, but asa right. 
No one disputed it; no one dared to dispute it. 
No one disputes it now. The President, and 
every respectable memberof the Republican party, 
have again and again admitted the right. Do not 
indicate your contempt of it now the passage 
of this repealing act, useless as you know it to be. 

If you are determined to do it, will the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Morris] who has 
charge of the bill withdraw the call for the pre- 
vioug question, to enable me to offer an amend- 
ment excepting my State from its operation, in 
order to save her from insult and do her justice? 

Mr.MORRIS, of New York. I must decline 

Mr. MALLORY. 1 did not expect that he 
would yield. Justice is a thing that I have long 
ceased to hope for from that side of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved that there be a call of 
the House. 

Mr. PENDLETON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


i Mr. PENDLETON moved that the House ad- 


ourn. 
‘ Mr. ANCONA demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STROUSE moved that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day next. 

Mr. DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE demanded tellers on the yeas 


and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. E_pripce 
and Fenton were appointed. : 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes twenty-five. : 

So, more than one fifth voting in favor thereof, 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question first recurred on Mr. Strovse’s 
motion for an adjournment over to Wednesda 
next; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 13, 
nays 87; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ancona, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eld= 
ridge, Griswold, Holman, Mallory, Moorhead, Morrison, 
Nobile, Strouse, and Thomas—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Alley, Allison, Ames, 
Arnold, Ashley, Beaman, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, Broomall, 
James 8. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, Cox, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Dix- 
on, Donnelly, Driggs, Edgerton, Eliot, Finck, Frank, Gar- 
field, Gooch, Grinnell, Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Her- 
rick, Hooper, Hgehkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, William Johnson, 
Julian, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, King, 
Knapp, Lazear, Le Blond, Littlejohn, Long, Longyear, 
Marvin, McDowell, Samuel F. Miller, Danie! Morris, James 
R. Morris, Amos Myers, Charles U’Neill, Orth, Patterson, 
Pendleton, Perham, Perry, Price, Alexander H. Rice, John 
H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Scofield, Scott, Sitannon, 
Sloan, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Sweat, Thayer, Tracy, 
Upson, William B. Washbugn, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton 
A. White, Joseph W. White, Williams, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodbridge—&y. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


The question then recurred on the motion to 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
» hays 88; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ancona, Bliss, Eden, Eldridge, Mor- 
rison, Pendleton, Strouse, and Whaley—3. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Altison, Ames, Arnofd, Ashley, 
Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, 
Jacob B. Blair, Broomall, Janes 8. Brown, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, Henry Win- 
fe eto ane Thomas T. as tt Denison, Dixon, 
nelly, » Edgerton, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Finck, Preah one Garfield Gooch, Grinnell, Harding, 
Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Herrick, Hotehkiss, Asahel 
es > 














John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, I ,Jenckes, 

William Johuson, Julian, Kelley, Francis W. Ke Or- 
lando Kellogg, ¥ r, Le n, 
Longyear, Marvin, McDowell, Samuel F. Miller, 


> ’ 1 Morris, Amos Myers, Noble, 
Cheries O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham Perry, Price 
Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward I. Rollins, Sco. 


field, Shannon, Thayer, Tracy, U 
Elihu B. Washburne, William Washburn, Chilton Az 











THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


White, Joseph) W. White, Williams, Wilson, Windom, and 
Woodbridge—®8. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question next recurred on the motion that 
there be a call of the House; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 44, nays 66; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, James 8. Brown, Coffroth, 
Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison,Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, 
Finck, Grider, Harding, Harrington, Charies M. Harris, 
Holman, William Johnson, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, 
Le Blond, Long, Mallory, Marcy, McDowell, James &. 
Morris, Morrison, Noble, Pendleton, Perry, Robinson, Ro- 
gers, Ross, Strouse, Sweat, Wadsworth, Wheeler, Chilton 
A. White, and Joseph W. White—44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 
Baily, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, Broomall, Am- 
brose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Thomas T. 
Davis, Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, D , Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Hooper, Hotch- 
kiss, John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Ingersoll, Jenckes, Julian, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Littlejohn, 
Longyear, Marvin, McIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Charies O'Neill, 
Orth, Patterson, Perham, Price, Edward H. Rollins, Sco- 
field, Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Oe bana Thom- 
as, ‘T'racy, Upson, Eliin B. Washburne, William B. Wash- 
burn, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and Windom—66. ~ 


So the House refused to order a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Is it in order to 
move to postpone this bill? 

TheSPEAKER. Itis not, pending the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. ANCONA, I move that the House ad- 


journ. 


Mr. COX. Would it be in order to appeal to 
the gentleman to postpone the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not without unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent. 

Consent was given, 

Mr. COX. lL ask the gentleman from New York 
to allow this bill to be printed in the first place. 
Although I have not consulted with gentlemen 
upon this side of the House in reference to the 
time when a vote can be taken, I can say that we 
cannot do justice to this bill this evening. The 
excitement incident to the Baltimore convention 
and other matters has incapacitated gentlemen on 
that side of the House for considering constitu- 
tional questions. The United States courts have 
decided that this law is constitutional, and it is 
the only refuge left to a certain class of our citi- 
zens to protect their rights. Its repeal will help 
the rebels; help Jeff. Davis, and perhaps defeat 
Lincoln’s nomination. I hope, then, the gentle- 
man will postpone the bill, for the present at 
least. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. ‘To what time 
does that side of the House propose to postpone 
the question and have a vote taken upon it? 

Mr. COX. Let it be referred back to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

Mr. FENTON. With leave to report at any 
time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to postpone. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Upon that I demand the | 
yeas and nays, and call for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I suggest that 
if the other side of the Houge will consent to the 
designation of a particular day when action shall | 
be had upon the bill, I shall be inclined to post- 
pone the consideration of the question. 

Mr. HARDING. And allow discussion? 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. Meanwhile the 
bill can be printed. 

Mr. COX. There will be no objection to post- 
poning this bill, provided action be not attempted | 
at once upon the day fixed upon. 

Mr. WILSON. In order to do justice to the 
Judiciary Committee, | desire to say it was the 
intention of the committee, by having this bill re- 
committed and printed, to allow every member of 
the House to have full time to examine it before 
it should be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. But the other side of the House, by enter- | 
ing a motion to reconsider, compelled this action | 
to lay that motion on the table. The committee | 
did not intend until that action by the other side | 
of the House to press this bill to a vote to-day. 




































































committee if a particular time is agreed upon for 
taking this vote. If that isuotdone. 1 eaponnens 
that anything is gained by postponing the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There Iacestainly no advant- 
age to be gained by postponjng this bill for the 
purpose of having it printed, as there is no gentile- 
man upon this floor who does not undersiand the, 
full effect of the bill. It is one of those subjécts 
upon which there can be no misunderstanding; 
so that nothing is gained, by way.of information 
to the House, by a postponement. The only 
benefit will be to enable gentlemen who desire to 
discuss the subject to do so. I therefore suggest 
to the gentleman from New York to postpone the 
bill until some future day, and allow it to be open 
for debate for a reasonable time. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. How long a 
time will they ask for discussion ? 

Mr.GANSON. I suggest to my colleague that 
he postpone it until after we have amended the 
Constitution. 

Mr. WILSON. Does thegentieman expect to 
vote for the amendment to the Constitution? 

Mr.GANSON.. Lhave no doubt i may be con- 
vinced of its propriety when I hear the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee make an argument 
upon that subject. 

Mr. WILSON. Ihopethe gentleman wil! vote 
for it, as | am satisfied he desires to do so.if he can 
break loose from the party that now hampers him. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. [| renew the in- 
quiry, how long a time do gentlemen ask for dis- 
cussing this question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Such time as may be deemed 
reasonable. 

Mr. MALLORY. I willstate to the gentleman 
from New York that I do not think it will be 
proper to fix any time within which this discussion 
must take place. The gentleman and his friends 
will have the control of that matter, as they can 
move the previous question and close the debate. 
Why should the gentleman be solicitous to know 
how long we want to discuss the bill, as long as 
his friends can control the matter? It is impos- 
sible to tell how many gentlemen desire to make 
speeches. 

Mr. COX. I would suggest that the bill be 
postponed until Friday next. 

Mr. WILSON. There is a question of priv- 
ilege set down for that day. 

Mr. COX. Say Tuesday of next week. 

Mr. WILSON. That day also is setapart for 
considering the proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. COX. Say the first day after that is dis- 
posed of. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that 
Monday of next week is not assigned for any- 
thing. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to Monday. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. Iam willing 
to set it down for that day with the understand- 
ing that the vote shall be taken on that day. 

‘Mr. PENDLETON. I shall not agree toany 
understanding with reference to a vote on this 
bill; but I am willing,if L may be permitted to 
say so,to have it set down for any day the gen- 
tleman desires, and let it be printed in the mean 
time, and then when it comes up let it stand in 
the same position it does to-day; that will give 
gentlemen entire control of it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. [ am willing 
to have it set apart for next Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wili state that it 
will have as high preference if the House post- 
pones it as it has now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I understand that; and 
therefore 1 do not object to its being madea spe- 
cial order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. And I suggest 


that after reasonable discussion the vote shall be 
|| taken on that da 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York suggests the postponement of the bill until 
Monday next after the morning hour; und he de- 
sires to have unanimous consent in regard to the 
time when the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. PENDLETON. There can be no unan- 
imous consent in regard to taking the vote. I do 
not object to making it a special order. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair hears no ob- 
jection to the bill being os unul Monday 
next after the morning hour, and made the spe- 


Now, 1! presume it will be satisfactory to the || cial order. 
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It does not. 
Mr. WILSON. What effcct will that have on 


Mr. WILSON. Does that inelude any arrange- || counties put back in the eastern district, as the 
ment by which the vote shall be taken? inhabitants desire. The board of supervisors of 
The SPEAKER. 
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the county of Branch unanimously requested me | 
to have it done; and more than seven hundred | 


the order of the Heuse in relation to the consid- || and fifty electors of the county bave petitioned for 


eration of the joint resolution in reference to the 
amendment of the Constitution? 


that course to be taken. 1 am informed by my | 
colleague from the fourth district [Mr. Lone- 


The SPEAKER. The effect will be that the || year] that a similar application has been made 
bill will be debated on Monday, and on Monday || by the people of Calhoun county. There can be 
evening, if there be an evening session, and if not || no injury done by thisto the people of the west- 
disposed of, it will then come up again after the || ern district, and it will be simple justice to the 


joint resolation in relation to the constitutional 
amendment shall be disposed of. 

Mr. ANCONA, 1 withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
certain petitions and resolutions, reported a bill 
to iiteck the counties of Calhoun and Branch 
from the wéstern judicial district, and to annex 
the seme to the eastern judicial district for the 
State of Michigan, which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I wish to saya 
few words on that measure. It is one about which 
the delegation were divided. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. Let the bill be 
read. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

The first section provides for detaching the 
counties of Calhoun and Branch in the State of 
Michigan from the western judicial district, and 
annexing them to the eastern judicial district of 
that State. ‘The second section provides that this 
act shall not affect in any manner any suit or 
proceeding now pending in the court of the west- 
ern judicial district, but that the same shall be 
proceeded in and determined in said court in the 
same manner as if this act had not been passed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I intend to 
move the previous question on the bill’; bat be- 
fore doing so, will yield for a few moments to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. It is well 
known to the older members of the House that 
the State of Michigan was divided into two judi- 
cial districta, | think about two years ago, and 
this is a proposition to detach two counties from 
one of the districts and transfer them to the other. 
The petitioners no doubt think they have good 
reasons for asking this change, and Sam not dis- 
posed to comment on them or to consume the 
tume of the House; but [ think the reasons that 
they allege can be answered satisfactorily, per- 
haps, to them before another session of Congress. 
| therefore move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill till the second Tuesday in 
December next, when I will not object to its pas- 
sage, unless the petitioners are satisfied in the 
mean time with the present arrangement. 

Mr, MORRIS, of New York. I cannot yield 
to the gentleman to make the motion to postpone. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Then | hope 
the bill will be voted down. 

Mr. UPSON. I hope not. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. 
vious question on the bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 
the bill upon the table. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
30, noes 38; no quorum voting. 

Mr. UPSON. Lask my colleague to withdraw 
his motion for a moment to allow me to make a 
statement. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. | will with- 
draw it for a moment. 

Mr. UPSON. 1 wish to state that these two 
counties, in one of which I reside and the other 
of which is a little north of that, were placed in 
ihe western judicial district without their knowl- 
edge and without their being consulted. Their 
business relations are wholly with the city of De- 
troit, and the people of the counties have to pass 
through Detroit in order to get to Grand Rapids, 
which is the seat ef justice of the western district. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the 
gentleman. answer me this question: was there 
any necessity whatever for creating that additional 
district last Congress? 

Mr. UPSON. My colleague (Mr. Kerrocc]) 
can answer that question, do not want to in- 
terfere with it any further than to have thesetwo 


I move the pre- 


I move to lay 





two counties in question. They lie, the one on | 
the Central road and the other on the Southern 
road, and are in immediate communication with 
Detroit, where they can go and attend to their 
business in half the time they could go to the 
western district. It isa matter of simple justice 
to them that this bill be passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I withdraw 
the motion to postpone. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question oyderedls and under its operation | 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Me. MORRIS, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMIRALTY PROCEEDINGS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported back; witha rec- 
ommendation that it do pass,a bill (H.R. No. 184) 
to facilitate proceedings in admiralty and otlier 
judicial proceedings in the port of New York, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I desire to move 
that the bill be postponed till some day in De- 
cember next, if my colleague will yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I will not yield 
for that purpose. I am willing to consent to its 
postponement for some days, in order that the 
gentlemen from New York [Messrs. Kats- 
FLeIscH and OpEeLt] who represent the city of 
Brooklyn may be present. They are not now 
in their seats, Their constituents are interested 
in this measure. I am willing, therefore, to con- 
sent to a postponement for a week or ten days. 
I make the motion that it be postponed fer ten 


days. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
amend by postponing it to the third Tuesday in 
December. 

Mr. COX. I will help my friend from Illinois 
on that. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That is 
right, [Laughter.] 

Mr. FENTON, I suggest that the bill be post- 
poned to two weeks from to-day. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. Iam willing 
to modify my motion in that way. 

Mr. GANSON. I suggest to my colleague 
that one of the Representatives from Brooklyn 
to whom he has referred is now in the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. I withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I move the pre- 
vious question on the motion to postpone for two 
weeks. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was postponed for two weeks and ordered 
to be ola 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was postponed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, addressedthe Chair- 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from 
New York concluded his reports from the Judi- 
ciary Committee? 

r. MORRIS, of New York. I was about to 
remark that | have one bill more to report; but I 
notice that the member from Oregon who is in- 
terested in it is not now in his seat, and I propose to 
withhold it, and to yield for a moment to my col- 
league, (Mr. Davis. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. If the Judiciary 
Committee has concluded its business, I claim the 
floor. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land has been recognized by the Chair. 


EUROPEAN INTERVENTION LN MEXICO. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, I ask leave to re- 
port from the Committee on Foreign Affairs on 
the correspondence referred to it the other day. 

Mr. ARNOLD. | I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. FENTON. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Maryland to withhold the report until my 
colleague, [Mr. Pomeroy,] who is a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, may be pres- 
ent. I know that he takes great interest in the 

uestion. I hope the report will not be made to- 


June 6 


Then I move to 


ay. 

Nir. COX. Allow me tosay in response to the 
gentleman from New York that my colleague on 
the committee (Mr. Pomeroy] is anxious to have 
this report printed, but wants to have it debated. 
We do not propose to take it upand adopt it now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Ohio that a motion to suspend 
the rules is not debatable. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for the 
yeas and nayson the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 43, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ancona, Augustus C. Baldwin, 
Cox, Henry Winter Davis, Dawson, Eden, Edgerton, Eid - 
ridge, Finck, Ganson, Garfield, Grider, Griswold, Harding, 
Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Jenckes, 
King, Knapp, Lazear, Le Blond, Long, Mallory, Marcy, 
James R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, Odell, Orth, Pendleton, 
Perry, Robinson, Ross, Scott, Spalding, Strouse, Sweat, 
Wadsworth, Chilton A, White, and Joseph W. White—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ames, Arnold, Baily, Johu D. 
Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, Broomall, Am- 
brose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, 
Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eliot, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Gooch, Grinnell, Hale Hoteh- 
kiss, John H. Hubbard, Ingersoll, Kelley, Orlando Kellogg, 
Littlejohn, Longyear, Marvin, Samuel F. Miller, Daniel 
Morris, Amos Myers, Charles O'Neill, Patterson, Perham, 
Price, Alexander H, Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rol- 
lins, Shannon, Smithers, Thayer, Tragy, Upson, Elihu B. 
Washburne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Wilson, and 
Windom—5. 


So the rules were not suspended. 
THANKS TO COLONEL BAILEY. 


On motion of Mr. SLOAN, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate jgint resolution (No. 60) tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to Lieutenant Colonel 
Joseph Bailey, of the fourth regiment of Wiscon- 
sin volunteers, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, received its several readings, and unani- 
mously passed. 

Mr. SLOAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MILITARY BUSINESS. 

On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous 
consent, Thursday of next week was set npart 
for the consideration of the business of the Com- 
mittee gn Military Affairs. 

BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 

Mr. BEAMAN moved to proceed to business 
on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bills on the Speaker’s table were then taken 
up and disposed of in their order, as follows: 


RELEASE FROM ATTACHMENT. 


House bill No. 355, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to stipulate for the release from 
attachment on Government process of property 
claimed by the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, with an amendment of the Senate thereto, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move that the House concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the House concurred in the Senate amend- 
ment; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF GOODS FROM PUBLIC STORES. 


An act (S, No. 282) to amend an act entitfed 
** An act to extend the time forthe withdrawal of 
goods from the public stores and bonded ware- 
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houses, and for other pur »” approved Feb- 
ruary 29, 1864, was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and read a firstand second time, and, on motion of 
Mr. Fenton, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


PORT ORFORD AND CAPE PERPETUA. 


An act (S. No. 283) to abolish the collection 
districts of Port Orford and Cape Perpetua, in the 
State of Oregen, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and read a first and second time. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


An act (S. No. 272) to facilitate trade on the 
Red river of the North was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not 
think there can be any objection to that bill, and 
I hope it will be put on its passage. 

Mr. FENTON. I think the bill had better be 
considered by the Committee on Commerce be- 
fore the House determines to pase it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. If the gen- 
tleman from New York has any objection to the 
bill, | should be glad if he would state it. 

Mr. FENTON. I donot know whether I have 
or not. I desire to have it referred for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining ? 

Mr. DONNELLY. | hope at this stage of the 
session this bill will not be referred. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will sug- 
gest to the gentleman from New York that there 
may be some doubt whether the Committee on 
Commerce will be called again. 

Mr. FENTON. I have no objection to the bill 
being passed over informally. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed 
over informally. 


‘ _ ¥ETO POWER IN WASHINGTON. 


An act (S. No. 285) to regulate the veto power 
in the Territory of Washington was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,of Illinois. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. COLE, of Washington. I move toamend 
by referring it to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. UPSON. I desire to ask whether the Del- 
egate from Washington Territory has the right 
to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice of the 
House, Delegates have the right to make motions 
but not to vote. 

Mr. BEAMAN. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The motion to refer to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories was not agreed to. 

On the motion to refer to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 35 voted in the affirmative, and 50 in 
the negative; no quorum. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and appointed 
Messrs. Beaman and Lazear. 

The House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 44, noes 48. ' 

So the bill was not referred. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COLE, of Washington, took the floor. 

Mr. COX: The gentleman from Washington 


yields to me to move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 





GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEs. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of a memorial of 
three hundred Government employés, male and 
female, in regard to their hours of labor. 

The motion was agreed to; and the memorial 
was laid upon the table. 

AIDS-DE-CAMP. 


The SPEAKER laid ‘before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War in answer to a resolu- 
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tion of the House transmittinga list of additional 
aids-de-camp appointed under act of August 5, 
1861, showing their rank, &e.; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PERE MARQUETTE AND FLINT RAILROAD, 


Mr. SLOAN, by unanimous consent, moved 
to take up Senate joint resolution No, 42, to ex- 
tend the time for the reversion to the United States 
of lands granted by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Pere Marquette to 
Flint, and for the completion of said road, 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was taken from the Speaker’s table, read 
a first and second time, and referred to. the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


LOCATION OF LANDS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. THAYER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back House bill No. 435, concerning a certain lo- 
cation of lands in the State of Missouri; which 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted to the 
same committee. 


ALEXANDRIA AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill to amend an act to extend 
the charter of the Alexandria and Washington 
railroad, and for other purposes, approved March 
3, 1863; which was read a first chil boobed time, 
and referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous | 
consent, moved that Saturday of next week be 
set apart for the consideration of business from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 


_ Mr. DRIGGS. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 

Whereas it is provided in section nine of the act Incor- 
porating the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Com- 
pany, that said company “ shall run cars thereon during the 
day as often as every five minutes,except as to Seventh 
and Fourteenth streets, and on these once in fifteen min- 
utes each way,’ or as often as the public interest may re- 
quire ; and whereas the cars are withdrawn from the ser- 
vice of the public on Sundays, contrary to the usage in other 
cities, and greatly to the inconvenience of the citizensand 
members of Congress in visiting hospitals and in attending 
to other necessary duties: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the reasons why said com- 
pany do not run their cars on each day of the week in ac- 
cordance with the act of incorporation. 

Resolved, That the committee be further instructed to re- 
port to this House, with as little delay as practicable, such 
further measures, if any, as may be necessary to secure the 
running of the cars on each and every day of the week. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And then (at ten minutes past four o’clock 
p.m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, June 7, 1864. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Bowman. 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, and by unan- 
imous consent, the reading of the Journal was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like very much, 
if the Senate will allow me, to take up the fortifi- 
eation billnow. I think we can pass it in a short 
time. 

Mr. HOWARD and Mr. CONNESS. 
we shall be allowed the morning hour. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ofcourse I shall not press 
the motion against the wishes of gentlemen. ‘ 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the | 
Interior, accompanied bya letterof the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, concerning the claim of 
the confederate tribes of Kaskaskia, Peoria, Pian- 
keshaw, and Wea Indians, arising out of the pro- | 
visions of the treaty of May, 30, 1854, with those | 


I hope 





Indians; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SUMNER. I offer a series of resolutions | 


adopted by the Synod of the Reformed Presby- | 
terian Church, June 1, 1864, signed, ** by order | 


IONAL GLOBE: 
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of the Synod, R. Z. Wilson, clerk,”’ which I have 


been desired to present to the Senate. One of these 
resolutions, which gives an idea of the whiole, iss 
follows: 

“That we demand, In the great name of that God with 
whom there is no respect of persons, the immediate and us- 
conditional emancipation of all persons held in slavery in 
the United States, the abolition of all laws making odious 
distinctions on account of color, and such an amendment 
of the Constitution as will forever prevent involuntary ser- 
vitude, except for crime, in the United States,” 

I ask the reference of these resolutions to the 
committee on slavery and freedmen. 

They were so referred, 

Mr SUMN ER. Ialso present eleven petitions 
of men and women of the United States praying 
for the abolition of slavery and such an amend- 
ment of the Constitution as will forever prohibit 
its existence in any portion of the Union. In 
offering these petitions I beg to remark that the 
mass of the petitioners, now amounting to three 
hundred thousand, asking for immediate emanci- 
pation by act of Congress, | am instructed, are 
from the working classes. If you will look at 
the signatures you will find itso. In many let- 
ters the signers say their names have all been 


written on the anvil, the rail fence, the plow, or 
the work-bench. 
nois is two thousand ahead of all the other States, 
‘the fruit,’’ my correspondent remarks, ‘no doubt 
of the seed sown by the ever-faithful Owen Love- 
joy. 

committee on slavery and freedmen. 


It may be remarked that Illi- 


I ask the reference of these petitions to the 


They were so referred. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill (S. 
No. 299) authorizing the levy court of ea 
ton county, District of Columbia, to levy and col- 
lect its portion of the direct tax imposed by the 
act of Congress of August 5, 1861, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom were referred the following 
bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and with a recommendation that their further con- 
sideration be postponed to the next session of 
Congress, the committee not being sufficiently 
advised as to the routes of the proposed roads: 

A bill (S. No. 295) making additional grant of 
lands to the State of Minnesota, in alternate sec- 
tions, to aid in the construction of a railroad in 
said State; and 

A bill (S. No. 297) making a grant of lands to 
the Territories of Dakota an ontana, in alter- 
nate sections, to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road in said Territories. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
two thousand copies of the currency act for the 
use of the Comptroller of the Currency, reported 
it without amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the said rea- 
olution, and it was agreed to. , 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred a resolu- 
tion instructing the committee to inquire into the 
expediency of amending the neutrality laws, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom were referred the following 
bills, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. No. 121) donating public lands to 
the several States for the support and education 
of the orphan children of soldiers and sailors 
who die in the military and naval! service of the 
United States; and 

A bill (S. No. 239) to grant aid for the con- 
struction of certain railroads in Minnesota. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No. 493) for the relief 
of William Brindle, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill (H. 


'| R. No. 422) to amend an act entitled An act to 


confirm certain private land claims in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, communicating papers relative to the ap- 








at oe 0 en oa OO as ath 


ear 
TY saline ae 


NT See 
Ave Ba Sm 


: 
Sasa 


ie a 
in Otee 


scree aed 
egg LAME 


Tice 
~ oe rrTI Se 
San ale Sega ies Dee ~. oe 
DAN an he omens OO ee ER a Be oad i cna “ 7 


_ y — _ ie * SS” - 
Pee Ar no ne Oo OO 


LM ERE RRR tmnt ee A 


are 9g aimee pare aes 
en 


oem 


0 ME OCA NES ID. ee ree cow 


~ 
nthe 


ae) 


aie 


Se 
~ 


ee ee 


plication of Richard Fitch for bounty land, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to move to take up the bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports are 
still in order. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 487) to provide for the execution of treaties 
between the United States and foreign nations re- 
specting the consular jurisdiction over the crews 
of vessels of such foreign nations in the waters 
and ports of the United States, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to re- 
port it back with a recommendation that it pass. 
As the interests of justice will be promoted by the 
immediate passage of this bill—and I think it will 
take no time—I venture to ask the Senate to act 
upon it new. 

Mr. HOWARD. IL have justaskad the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to consider a bill of 
mine, and the motion was not entertained, and I| 
object to this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator from Michigan to move to 
postpone all prior ordersand proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks for unanimous consent to consider the 
bill just reported. 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not see any difference 
apes le, and I must object to it. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection be- 
ing made, the bill cannot be considered at this 
time. 


MARQUETTE AND ONTONAGON RAILROAD. 


Mr. CARLILE. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (ER. R. No. 
469) extending the time for the completion of the 
Marquette and Ontonagon railroad of the State of 
Michigan, have instructed me to report it back 
without amendment. The Senate a fewdays ago 

ssed a similar bill, but it originated in this 

ody. This bill has passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and if it can be acted upon by the 
Senate now it will only need the signature of 
the President to become a law. The committee 
thought it best, therefore, to ask for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any 
objection to its present consideration ? 

Mr. HOWE. | hope it will lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthe Senator 
objecta it will lie over. 

Mr. HARLAN. Allow me to make this ex- 
planation. ‘The Senate has passed a bill substan- 
tially the same as this; but the House of Repre- 
sentatives having passed this bill, if the Senate 
should now concur in it it would become a law. 

Mr. HOWE. [understand that the bill which 
the Senate passed interferes with the rights of 
another companys 

Mr. HARLA . Ifthe Senator desires toex- 
amine it, | have no objection to its going over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 1t cannot be 
considered to-day if objection be made. The bill 
will lie over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Luovp, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution of the Senate: 

A bill (No, 28) relating to members of Con- 
gress, heads of Departments, and other officers of 
the Government; 

A bill (No. 42) in relation to the limitation of 
actions in certain cases; 

A bill (Ne, 52) to provide for the summary 
trial of minor offenses against the laws of the 
United States; 

A bill (No, 256) to change and define the bound- 
aries of the eastern and western judicial districts 
of Virginia, and to alter the names of said dis- 
tricts, and for other purposes; 

A bill (No. 283) to abolish the collection dis- 
tricta of Port Orford and Cape Perpetua in the 
State of Oregon; and 

A joint resolution (No. 60) tendering the thanks 
of Congress to Lieutenant Colonel Joseph Bailey, 
of the feurth re of Wisconsin volunteers. 
The message further announced that the House 











of Representatives had passed the bill of the Sen- 
ate (No. 55) in relation to the circuit court in and 
for the district of Wisconsin, and for other pur- 
poses, with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 355) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to stip- 
ulate for the release from attachment or other pro- 
cess of property elaimed by the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 274) in relation to the computation 
of the time within which an indictment may be 
found against personscharged with crimesagainst 
the laws of the United States; 

A bill (No. 281) to amend the sixteenth section 
of the act entitled **An act to define the pay and 
emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved July 17, 1862; 

A bill (No. 284) to prevent the selling and cir- 
culation of counterfeit coin, and of counterfeit and 
altered Treasury notes and postal currency bills; 

A bill (No. 305) to restrict the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims and to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain demands for quartermaster’s stores 
and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army 
of the United States; 

A bill (No. 497) in relation to the village of 


| oe Delaware county, New York; 


bill (No. 513) to detach the counties of Cal- 
houn and Branch from the western judicial dis- 
trict and annex the same to the eastern district 
of the State of Michigan; and 
A joint resolution (No. 87) amendatory of an 
act to provide for the deficiency in the i 
ation for the pay of officers and men actually em- 
ployed in the western department or department 
of Missouri. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills; which were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No, 217) for the relief of Warren W. 
Green; and 

A bill (S. No. 250) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act making a grant of alternate sections of 
public Jands to the State of Michigan, to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads in said State, 
and for other purposes.” 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had approved and signed, 
on the 3d instant, the following acts and joint 
resolution: 

An act (H.R. No, 120) to reéstablish the prin- 
cipal port of entry for the district of Champlain, 
at Plattsburgh, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 474) to amend an act rela- 
tive to the public printing; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 51) relative to 
the claim and letters patent of William Wheeler 
Hubbell. 


COLLEGE RANCHO. 


Mr. CONNESS. I now move to take up the 
bill (H. R. No. 179) concerning lands in the 
State of California, which | think will create no 
discussion. It will be remembered that this is 
the bill which was discussed the other day, au- 
thorizing the Catholic archbishop of San Fran- 
cisco to dispose of certain lands. I think there 
is NO Opposition to it now. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, .as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. HARLAN. It will be remembered that 
when this bill was under consideration on a pre- 
vious day, the committee was unable to report 
the facts connected with it: I have now a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice on this subject, which | will ask to have read 
by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Generat Lanp Orrice, June 3, 1864. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 2d instaut, inclosing House of Repre- 
sentatives bill No. 179 herewith in regard to the ranch 
known as Caiiada de los Pinos, or College Grant, patented 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ° 








June 7, 


under date 24th February, 1861, to Joseph 8. Alemany, 
Bishop of Monterey, and his successors. 

I reference to the subject, I inclose herewith copy of my 
letter of February 1, 1864, to the honorable chairman of 
Public Lands, House of Representatives, and, in answer to 
your inquiry, have to state that the area of the ranch is 
35,499.37 acres, its locality in the county of Santa Barbara, 
California, some twenty-five of thirty miles northeast of 
Poiut Conception, on which the light-house. is situated, 
and some twelve or fourteen due north from the nearest 
shores of the Pacific. It is near the promontory on which 
are found the bituminoas or asphaitum deposits from springs 
having their source far down in the bowels of the earth, 
the center of the spring being liquid and warm, often rang- 
ing to a temperature of 200° Fahrenheit, and which it is 
supposed are inextiaustible, extending under the bed of the 
ocean to an unknown distance seaward, covering the earth 
with an oily substance resembling coal-oil. I have not such 
data as will enable me to answer with any degree of accu- 
racy as to the probable value of the ranch in question ; but 
satisfactory information in that respect can doubtless be 
had from members of the congressional delegation from 
“oii td 

ith great respect, your obedient servant. 
“t J. M. EDMUNDS, 
. Commissioner. 
Hon. J. Hartan, Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. CONNESS. Here is another letter on the 
same subject, which I ask to have read. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Before that is done I 
wish to ask the Secretary if the amount of the 
land is stated at thirty-five thousand in that let- 
ter. That is the way it was read. I think itisa 
mistake; it should be thirty-five hundred acres. 

The Secretary. Thirty-five thousand four 
hundred and ninety-nine and thirty-seven hun- 
dredths. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Thatis a mistake, I think. 

The Secretary read the following letter: 


Genera Lanp Orrice, February 1, 1864. 

Srr: J have the honor to return you herewith the * bill 
concerning certain lands in the State of California,” re- 
ceived with a Jetter of the 28th ultimo from the clerk of 
the committee. 

This bill refers to a patent dated February 28, 1861, as 
recorded in the California Record, volume three, pages 228 
to 235 inclusive, in favor of ‘Joseph Sadoc Alemany, Ko- 
man Catholic Bishop of Monterey,” California. 

ln his petition to the board of land commissioners, the 
bishop claimed “ the confirmation to him and his success- 
ors of the title to certain church property in California, 
to.be held by him and them in trust for the religious pur- 
poses and uses to which the same have been respectively 
appropriated ; said property consisting of church edifices, 
houses for the use of the clergy and those employed in the 
service of the church, church yards, burial grounds, gar- 
dens, orchards, and vineyards, with the necessary build- 
ings thereon and appurtenances, the same having been rec- 
syeizes as the property of the said church by the Jaws of 

exico in force at the time of the cession of California to 
the United States.”” 

A decree of cqnfirmation was rendered by the said board 
accordingly, an appeal taken therefrom to the United States 
district court for the southern district of California, and as 
said appeal was afterwards dismissed, the decree of the 
board became final, and the patent was thereafter issucd to 
the said ‘Joseph S. Alemany, Bishop of Monterey, and to 
his successors, in trust for the religious purposes and uses 
to which the same have been respectively appropriated.”’ 

The bill inclosed seeks oy tee legistation so as to 
muke it “lawful for the said Joseph 8S. Alemany, and his 
successors as the grantees of said patent,to lease, mort- 
gage, or sell the said tract or rancho, .: any part thereof, 
and all proper conveyances in that behalf to make and de- 
liver, and proceeds thereof to apply, under the direction 
of the Roman Catholic Archbishop of San Francisco, in 
the State of California, and his successors in office or other 
proper authority of the Roman Catholic church in said 
State, for the popes of education anywhere within said 
State; anything in said.patent or in the original grant or 
concession of said tract, or rancho, or other title whereby 
the same was acquired from and under the authorities of 
Spain, or Mexico, to the contrary notwithstanding. 

“And all trusts, conditions, provisions, or covenants, pre- 
cedent or subsequent, expressed or implied, in said patent, 
grant, concession, or title, to the contrary hereof, and all 

reaches of the same, are hereby wholly waived, abrogat- 
ed, discharged, dispensed with, and released on the part 
of the United States for the purposes of this act. And 
any conveyance or disposition made in pursuance thereof 
shall operate to pass the estate or interest conveyed or dis- 
posed of free and discharged from all such trusts, condi- 
tions, provisions, or covenants.” : 

The bishop, as the grantee and chief ecclesiastical au- 
thority in that region, is undoubtedly the proper judge as 
to the manner in which the interests of the church in the 
matters can be best subserved ; and as the United States 
have now no proprietary right in the premises, I can see 
no Sgt eer to the bill in arenes being matured in a law. 

ith t your obedient servant, 
CE er J. M. EDMUNDS, 
issioner. * 


Comm 
Hon. G. H. Junian, Chairman of the Committee on Public 
House esentatives 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out in line twelve the words ‘‘ lease, mort- 

ge, or,”’ so thatif the amendment shall be made 
the bill will confer on the bishop in the name of 
the church the right to sell this land, and not to 
hold it and appropriate the profits from year to 
year forever. 
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Mr, CONNESS. I really do not see any eb- 
ect in that amendment, considering the land and 
where it is located and situated. If it was valu- 
able city land, or there was everto be acity there, 
or it had any considerable value that would in- 
duce their leasing it, then it might be desirable in 
the bill to confine the church to the right to dis- 

ose of it alone, and not to Jease or mortgage it; 
bat this larid is probably not worth on the average 
thirty cents an acre. Itis composed, necessarily, 








from the country in which it lies, of hills and || 


mountain ridges, having a greataltitude. There 


are scarcely any valley lands in that locality. It}! 


is near the coast range, where there are no run- 
ning streams. There may be perhaps a creek 
running through it having a very narrow bottom; 
but it is land fit for sheep-ranges and pasturages 
for cattle, and eminently fitted for the cultivation 
and production of the grape. Those are about 
the only purposes to w ich it is pertinent or use- 
ful. I doubt very much the propriety af mpoune. 
this restriction upon the bill. I am entirely sat- 
isfied, from my knowledge of. the country and of 
this application, that the purpose is notto reserve 
an estate in it, but to sell and dispose of whatever 
they desire and have a customer for, and apply 
the proceeds in their own way for the purposes of 
education. It may be answered to that, that if 
their only purpose is to sell and dispose of the 
land the amendment is altogether right; but it 
is a restriction that we impose upon them that is 
not imposed upon any other person in connection 
with other lands. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have but a word to say. 
It is manifest that they have not now the right 
to mortgage, lease, or sell this land, or they would 
not be a for the leave to be granted by Con- 
gress. There is ‘an objection in the minds of the 
people of this country to immense estates pass- 
ing into the hands of corporations which never 
die. We discard in this country all ideas of pri- 
mogeniture, on the ground that it is better for the 
people of the country for the real estate to be dis- 
posable and to change from hand to hand at the 
death of the owner. 

If this is ari objectionable feature in other coun- 
tries, and has resulted frequently in the ruin of 
the laboring people, we ought to guard against 
the accumulation of immense estates in the hands 
of corporations in this country. It is said that 
the chief cause of difficulty to a stable Govern- 
ment in Mexico has been that the landed prop- 
erty of Mexico has been rapidly passing into the 
hands of the leading church in that country, and 
thus is held from ownership on the part of those 
that cultivate the soil. I do not know how valu- 
able this estate may be. It isa very large estate, 
and, judging from its appearance on the map, I 
infer it is a very valuable tract of country, se- 
lected many years ago by a people who always 
act very wisely in the selection of their locations. 
If it should be a very valuable estate, I see no 
objection to their selling it and permitting it to 
pass into the hands of private holders; but if they 
are permitted to lease or mortgage it, and thus 
hold it from century to century, I think it is sub- 
ject to the objection to which I have alluded. 

_” The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes ten—— 

Mr. HARLAN. If I were sure that theatten- 
tion of Senators had been directed to this subject 
I would not ask for the yeasand nays; but I fear 
ithas not been. I therefore ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Carlile, Clark, Davis, - 


Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, Pom- 
eroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—21. 
NAYS—Messrs. Conness, Henderson, Howard, John- 
= McDougall, Richardson, Saulsbury, and Van Winkie 


ABSENT — Messrs. Buckalew, Chandler, Collamer, 
Cowan, Dixon, Foot, Hale, Harding, Hendricks, Hicks, 
Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Nesmith, Powell, Riddle, Trumbull, and Wrght—2v. 


So the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. JOHNSON, I have no objection to the 
object of the bill. The only objection I have is 
founded upon a doubt as to the authority of Con- 

ress to pass it. I do not know that I compre- 
end the exact nature of the estate with which the 
bill deals. tis anestate granted by Mexico. It 
is held, therefore a complete Mexican grant. Un- 
der the act of 185] all grants—differing in that re- 
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spect from the laws which were passed in carrying 
| out the treaties by which we obtained Florida and 




















Louisiana, which dealt only with inchoate titles— 
all grants, whether consummated grants or incho- 
ate grants, were to be brought before the board of 
commissioners and confirmed by that board. If 
they were not confirmed Congress undertook to 
say they should revert to the United States. This 
grant was brought before the court; it has been 
confirmed, and the United States have issued a 
patent as they do inall such cases, The title 
having passed out of the United States, it seems 
to me we have no more authority over it than we 
should have had if consummate titles, that is to 
say, titles under a grant on the part of Mexico, 
had not been provided for by the act of 1851, but 
left to stand upon their own footing. This bill 
undertakes, asl collect from the reading of it, to 
discharge the grantees from trusts connected with 
the original title. It seems to me that over those 
trusts we have now nocontrol. The matter is 
one to be settled between the State of California, 
or its proper authorities, who may be invoked at 


‘the instance of the grantee who holds the legal 


title, or at the instance of the cestui qui trusts for 
whom the title is held. That is the only diffi- 
culty I have to the passage of this bill. If the 
honorable members from California can satisfy me 
that the object cannot be accomplished except by 
this act of Congress, it would remove my objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CONNESS, My understanding of this 
case is that the United States Government never 
had a title to this land; that it is, as the Senator 
has properly stated, a perfect Mexican grant. 
We agreed by treaty with Mexico when Califor- 
nia was ceded to us that we would inquire into 
and ascertain what Mexican citizens had title to 
property within the limits of that State, and that 
we would allow and confirm those titles as perfect 
which we found to becorrect. In process of time 
this claim was presented under that treaty or the 
laws made in pursuance thereof; and in the act 
of confirmation the court of the United States in 
adjudicating the matter, which court was created 
by act of Congress, continued the restriction that 
was originally imposed by Mexicoon the church, 
limiting the application of the proceeds of this es- 
tate tothe religious uses and purposes exclusively 
of the church. ‘That condition first imposed by 
Mexico in making the grant was continued by a 
court of the United States organized under the 
jurisdiction of Congress and by a congressional 
act. To whatever extent we indorsed and af- 
firmed and enacted that condition, the owners of 
this estate come here and ask the competent con- 
gressional authority to remit it, 

I am of the opinion that they have a full and 
perfect right to sell this land and do with it as 
they might without coming here. That is my 
opinion about it; but they have chosen to come. 
Why have they chosen to come? Because, the 
world over, persons are very careful in regard to 
the perfection of titles to estates; and to remove 
any doubt or any cloud that might hang over the 
transaction where parts of this estate were sold 
and the proceeds of which might be used for an- 
other purpose or other purposes than those cuon- 
tained in the original grant and in the act of con- 
firmation and the condition accompanying it, they 
come here and ask us to modify, so far as an act 
of Congress can, the condition that was imposed 
upon them. I see no objection to its being done. 

Mr. MecDOUGALL., I think the Senator from 
Maryland is mistaken in regard to the facts. The 
possessions acquired by the missions in Califor- 
nia were acquired by the consent, or rather they 
were permitted by the Government, not in the 
forms of concessions or grants to the mission 
churches, but a mission was established here and 
there in different points in the country where 
there was a large Indian population with very 
much the same purpose titt presidios were es- 
tablished at military posts in other parts of the 
country for the purpose of acquiring a command 
over the Indians. ‘The mission acquired just as 
much country as they should find available and 
as they couldspopulate with the Indian tribes that 
were assigned to them as dependencies. They 
never had a concession. . They occupied with the 
consent of the Government and asa part both of 
the Spanish and Mexican policy. In 1824 the 

assed a law for the seculaxization of the churc 
ands, and under that law all the church lands, 
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particularly in the northern part of California, 
were secularized, with theexception of the church 


| buildings, orchards, and vineyards. 


I think the report as read from the desk, from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, isa mis- 
take, and that the factis properly stated in the letter 
sent to the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands of the House of Representatives, which has 
been read, that this property comprises the church 
buildings, their out-buildings, their college build- 
ings, their vineyards, and orchard. lealled upon 
the acting United States district attorney, who 
has had charge ofthe mission grants in California, 
and who is now in this city, and inquired of him 
us to the amount of land embraced in this par- 
ticular college grant, and he informed me it was 
about half a league. In one of those letters it is 
stated at thirty-eight thousandacres. That would 
be an immense grant, such as was not reserved 
to any single mission in California. It is a mis- 
take in the making out of the papers, or else it is 
an aggregation of all the public lands that have 
cane conceded from some misapprehension of the 
clerk. 

When the lands were secularized, it was done 
under a law’ that did not provide a concession 
either to the local clergy or to the superior clergy ; 
but the Jaw still permitted them to car and 
enjoy the church building, their out-buildings, 
vineyards, and ®rchards, and the small quantity 
of land to be assigned to them with a limitation 
as to its extent; so that in point of fact, previous 
to the acquisition of California by the United 
States, the clergy had no title by concession in 
these lands. 

But as a matter of equity, upon their applica- 
tion to our courts, under the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, from the fact of their having been in pos- 
session and having had the use of the lands, they 
were conceded the title as a church, and accord- 
ing to the usage of ecclesiastical bodies, particu- 
larly of the Roman Catholic church, the head of 
the ecclesiastical body took the title conceded on 
the part of the United States in trust. I hold that 
as the entire title came from the United States 
with limitations prescribed by the United States, 
it is competent for the United States to withdraw 
those limitations and make it a full and unquali- 
fied concession. I do not see any objection to it. 
It Saran can work no wrong, and they think 
that it will work a great convenience to them. 


Mr. JOHNSON. This bill seeks to accomplish - 


two things, if lL apprehendit. It says that so far 
as the United States are concerned, trusts, which 
they have by their patents said are to be con- 
nected with the title, may not be observed; but 
there is another thing in it. It authorizes the 
grantee to dispose of the property, to sellit. Now, 
for the soul of me I cannot imagine how any au- 
thority of the United States to sell can give any 
title to sell, inasmuch as there is no estate in the 
United States. The honorable member from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. Conness] is right in saying that the 
United States have now no interest in the prop- 
erty. I think he is right about the whole extent 
of that statement; but if the statement is wrong 
in any particular it is in reference to the trusts, 
The United States may perhaps be considered as 
themselves the trustee or creating the trusts in 
which the cestut que trust may be interested, and 
they may, so far as they are concerned, say that 
these trusts need not be executed; but how they 
can authorize the grantee to sell the estate puz- 
zles me, inasmuch as the United States have no 
estate in the lands which they can authorize to 
sell. ‘The whole title passed out of Mexico by 
virtue of the original Mexican grant. The whole 
title, if under the act of 1851 any title could have 
inured to the United States, passed out of the 
United States when the Mexican title was affirmed 
and the patent was issued, It seems tome they 
have no more control over the land, no more au- 
thority toauthorize the land to be sold,than Mary- 
land would have, 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have the bill before me, 
and it not only provides to a them from 
any of the trusts which were imposed on the grant 
on the part of the United States, but it goes fur- 
ther and says: 

And any conveyance or disposition made in pursuance 
thereof shall operate to the estate or interest conveyed 


or disposed of tree and discharged from all sucii trusts, con- 
ditions, provisions, or covenants. 


It is not only a discharge of the trust on the 
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part of the United States, but the United States 
are to undertake to guaranty it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will suggest an amendment 
to the lniter clause of the bill by striking oat all 
after the word ‘* pass’’ in the thirtieth line in the 
followiag words: 

‘The estate or interest conveyed or disposed of free and 


discharged from ali such trusts, conditions, provisions, or 
covenants. 





And to insert these words: 

All the right and interest of the United States in said 
land to the grantee. 

So that it will read: 


And any conveyance or disposition made in pursuance 
thereof shall operate to pass ail the rightand interest of the 
United States in said land to the grantee. 

Mr. CONNESS. 1| would just as soon the 
honorable Senator from lowa would move to post- 
pone this bill indefinitely as move that amend- 
ment; and with that amendment, for one, | do not 
ask the passage of the bill. When we state here 
that which is the fact, namely, that the United 
States have no interestin this land, never} 
interest in it, cannot acquire any iaeavate de 
why should we pass an act to cede the right, title, 
and interest of the United States? 

The honorable Senator from Maryland, who 
is very able and always extremely exact in his 
presentation of legal questions, suggests that he 
does not see what right we havé'to pass this act, 
because, as I understand him, there is no title in 
the United States; the United States have parted 
with their title. In other words, what right has 
Congress to pass an act authorizing any disposi- 
tion of lands where they have no ttle? Do not 
legislative bodies constantly authorize the dispo- 
sion of lands and provide for the conveyance of 
a legal and complete title in the cases of heirs 
without hesitation, where the United States have 
no title and never had any title except the title 
that might be derived from their ownership of the 
— lands? Do | understand the honorable 

Senator from Maryland to say that the Congress 
of the United States, the law-making power, have 
no right to pass any act authorizing the disposi- 
tion of real estate unless they, the United States, 
have a title in the same? | apprehend that that 
is not a sound proposition, alihough | concede 
very freely that the honorable Senator is a great 
lawyer, while | am very willing to affirm that I 
am nota lawyer at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the member will permit 
me-—— 

Mr. CONNESS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The difficulty is that over 
the subject of this legislation the United States 
have no control. If lam right, it is a case in | 
which the lands are subject to the exclusive juris- 
diction of California, and if they are subject to the 
exclusive jurisdiction of California, what right 
have Congress to legislate so as to authorize the 
sale of those lands? Will the honorable member 
fora moment admit that it is in the power of 
Congress to legislate in relation to the real estate 
of California? I presume not. If, therefore, this 
be a portion of the real estate within the limits of 
California, over which the jurisdiction of that 
State exists, then he admits a case in which the 
United States have no power, because where the 
jurisdiction of the State exists upon a subject of 
this sort it is exclusive; it is outside of the juris- 
diction of Congress. 

Mr. CONNESS. The honorable Senator, in 
place of reconciling his own proposition, has pur- 
sued another course. | nalcell thee Senator whether 
he undertook to say that it was incompetent for 
the Congress of the United States to give authority 
concerning the disposition of lands where they did 
not have title. He does not answer that. But, 
sir, | do wot desire to pursue this discussion. I 
wish to say, in conclusion, that the reason these 
people ask fowan act of Congress, I suppose, is 
very palpable and plain, namely: that this land, 
in the confirmation of its tile, passed the courts 
of the United States; that it is within the juris- 
diction of the United States, although within the 
police jurisdiction of the State of California; the 
courts of the State of California did not confirm 
this land claim; and I think they have very prop- 
erly come to the United States to ask a matte 
tion of the order that was made. I hope, and I 
ask, without any further discussion, that the ques- 
tion be taken upon the amendment offered by the 
honorable Senator from Towa. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. [If this bill is going to take | States, by the acquisition of California, by the 


up any more time 





treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalzgo. {ft was the United 


Mr. CONNESS. I ask for a vote; and I do || States that charged this land with these eleemos- ° 


not think we shall have any further discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to take up and 
pass to-day the joint resolution amendatory of 
the joint resolution temporarily increasing the 
duties on imports; and I shall therefore move to 


| postpone this bill, if there is to be any further 


discussion uponit. The joint resolution to which 
I refer has been lying on our tables for some 
time, and it is important that action should be 
had upon it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I can say to the Senator from 
Ohio that I think a vote will be taken on this bill 
in a minute or two. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to say four or five 
words in relation to the point suggested by the 
Senator from Maryland. We have passed simi- 
lar bills to this repeatedly during every session 
of Congress since | have been a member of this 
body, and have at this session, where it was a 
matter of great doubt whether the United States 
had any title to thelands. The bills were passed, 
however, for the purpose of removing a cloud 
upon the title. We passed a bill through the 
Senate a few days since in relation to a very val- 
vable property in California, in which it was 
probable that the United States had no title what- 
ever. It was maintained, however, by some that 
they had; and for the purpose of clearing the 
title, removing this cloud upon it, a bill was passed 
relinquishing all the title, if any did in fact exist 
in the United States, to the holder. This I sup- 
pose is the only benefit that can grow out of the 
passage of this bill, to pass from the United States 
to the grantee, if the trustee should choose to sell 
the land, whatever rights the United States ma 
have, if any do exist in the United States. If 
there are none, then nothing passes. If there is 
anything in the United States, it will enable them 
to sell it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suggest to the Senator 
from fowa and the Senator from California that 
perhaps an amendment in this form, instead of 
the one moved by the Senator from lowa, may do 
what the Senator from California desires and at 
the same time meet the point which the Senator 
from Iowa desires to meet; and that is that this 
bill operate by way of quit-claim as against the 
United States without affecting the rights of other 
parties. 

Mr. HARLAN. I suppose that will be the 
effect of the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will suggest an amend- 
ment which I think would cover the case, if the 
last clause of the bill was made to read in this 
way: 

And any conveyance or disposition made in pursuance 
thereof shall, as against the United States and all persons 
claiming under them, operate to pass the estate or interest 
conveyed or disposed ot from and discharged from all such 
trusts, conditions, provisions, or covenants. 

The fact as it stands here is this: the United 
States hold this title; at all events it assumed to 
patent this land to the Catholic bishop of Mon- 
terey; and in the patent which it gave to the bishop 
it put certain conditions and restrictions. The 
effect of the passage of the bill in thie form would 
be, in substance, to give to him, so faras the United 
States is concerned,a clear quit-claim of the title, 
and he would have a right, as against the United 
States or any persons claiming under the United 
States, to dispose of it in fee absolutely discharged 
from the trusts. 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 hope the question will be 
taken without ‘further discussion on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from lowa. There 
is no difference between the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Wisconsin and that offered 
by the Senator from Lowa. I say that the Uni- 
ted States have no tifle and never had any title in 
that land, and consequently we do not want this 
bill amended so as to ee anything nor to 
cede the right of the United States to anything. 
I hope we shall come to a vote and let this bill be 
disposed of insome way. 1am refilly tired of it. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Before this vote is taken 
I desire to say one word. I differ somewhat with 


my colleague on this subject. The title to this 


| 


land did rest, as 1 understand it, in the United’ 





ynary trusts, different from any other trusts, and 
governed by a somewhat different law. ‘The 

arty granting an estate, and charging the persons 
folding it fora charity or a religious purpose, has 
a rigkt to affix terms, and that same person mak- 
ing the grant also has the right, according to the 
file of English law obtaiting in our country, and 
the law governing all charities, to relinquish those 
trusts, for the very reason that he had made the 
grant, and with the acquiescence of the person 
who had made the grant. Upon the ancient maxim 
that trusts cannot be divested, it might be granted 
a hundred times, and yet it would stand charged 
in whosesoever hand the estate came, they having 
created the trust. The owners of the estate being 
vested with the charity, with the estate, they have 
a certain right of direction. They have under 
the English law, and the same rule has been rec- 
ognized by our own courts with regard to elee- 
mosynary grants, in various parts of the United 
States, and particularly in New England, and it 
has been the subject oF one of the most learned 
and labored discussions in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. There is reason why the Uni- 
ted States should cede to these parties the full jus 
emendi, so that the lands may be parted with with- 
out being charged with the trust imposed upon 
them by the grant under which they will have to 
claim title. I trust the bill may be passed sub- 
stantially as it was introduced. 

Mr. CONNESS. Do I understand my col- 
league to say that he is in favor of this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. No, sir; of course not. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will say a single word on this 
{poe 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from 
Kentucky to yield to allow me to move to take 
up the joint resolution in relation to the duties on 
imports, which ought to receive the consideration 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CONNESS. I understand the Senator 
from Kentucky is willing to allow us to have a 
vote without further debate. The yeas and nays 
have been called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield the floor? 

Mr. DAVIS. I wilPwithdraw my application 
to make any remarks; but I shall be forced to 
vote against the amendment and the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is no further dis- 
cussion [ will not press my motion. 

Mr. CONNESS. There will be no further 
discussion. 

Mr. CARLILE. I propose at least to test the 
sense of the Senate on this bill without voting 
upon amendments as they may be offered. As 
I understand it, the Congress of the United States 
has no more right to pass such a law as this than 
the legislative body of any other country. The 
power to grant this sale and change this trust, if 
it belongs anywhere, belongs to the Legislature 
of the State of California wherein the land lies. 
It is not pretended that the United States has any 
claim to this land, that there is any cloud about 
the title in consequence of any supposed claim of 
the United States. 1 therefore move for the in- 
definite postponement of the bill, and ask for the 
yeas ee nays upon that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will undoubtedly lead 
to debate, and I therefore renew my motion to 

ostpone all prior orders with a view to take up 

ouse joint resolution No. 81. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope the Senate will not 
do that. We can come to a vote in a few min- 
utes. This bill has been up twice. The Senator 
from Ohio has no more right to the attention of 
the Senate than we have for the consideration of 
this bill. He may claim that he presents a pub- 
lic measure. But, sir, | will not occupy time upon 
it. The yeas and nays have been ordered upon 
the axaceibonet offered by the Senator from lowa. 


That will be a sufficient test vote, and I therefore 
appeal to my friend from Virginia to withdraw 
his motion. I think the bill will only occupy 
about five minutes erase 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is manifest that at this 
period of the session all private bills, and all bilfS 
of a minor character, must give way to public 
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fffeasures. That has been the universal custom Mr. COLLAMER. I hardly know how to | is to waive any right, power, of authority which 
of the Senate, after the morning hour, to allow || vote on this measure, and I desire to have the bill || would otherwise pertain to the United States in 
bills upon which the action of the body must be || read, with the amendments, so that we mny see i reference to the continuation of this trust thus at- 


recedence of any private bills. Un- || how it now stands. |, taching to the land under the original grant, The 
= et oe e be insisted rome by the Senate it The Secretary read the bill, as amended, as |) United States does not seek to iiterfere in any 
will be difficult to get along at this-stage of the || follows: || way whatever beyond the mere abandonment of 
session, As a matter of course, it is entirely Be it enacted, §c., That under the patent of the United | any right, power, or privilege which the Govern- 
within the power of the Senate; but itis my duty States issued on the 28th day of February, 1861, to Joseph 



























S. Alemany, as the bishop of Monterey, and his success ment of the United States might exercise, or ought 
3 ‘ : bis re | : : . 
ors, for the tract of land or rancho known as Cafiada de 1 a exercise, In the en(oroamant of this trust. So 
los Pinos, or College Rancho, situate inthe county of Santa || far, Most assuredly, Mr. President, 1s fit and 
Barbara, State of California, as deseribed in such patent, || proper for the United States to pass this bill. We 
to have and to hold the — to him 76 shoe an “W" simply cut ourselves off for the future from de- 
for the religious purposes and uses” therein mentioned, | : : 
shall be lawful forthe said Joseph 8. Alemany and his suc- nying the pave of the bishop or whoever may be 
cessors, as the grantees of said patent, to sell the said tract | 10 possession 0 this land to make a conveyance 
ox rancho, or any part thereof, and all proper conveyances || of it, and to sell it and transfer it from hand to 
in that bebalf to make and deliver,and the procredeitereof | hand. ‘That is the sole effect of our deed, and 
bishop of San Francisco, in the State of California, and his \} the sole effect of this bill, as I understand it. 
successors in office, or other proper authority of the Roman || Hence I see no difficulty whatever, and shall vote 
Catholic church in said wine, for the purposes of atunee || for the bill, 
tion anywhere within said State, not inconsistent with the | 
laws thereof, anything in such * patent or in the original Mr. CARLILE, I understand that all the 

i 

i 

| 


to submit the motion. The resolution that I pro- 
pose to take up is a joint resolution amendatory 
of the joint resolution to increase temporarily the 
duties on imports, approved April 29, 1864. A 
reat many lawsuits and a great deal of litigation 
Baw grown out of that resolution, and it is very 
important to have action upon this amendatory 
resolution at an early day. } 

Mr. CONNESS. It is only ten minutes past 
the morning hour. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOWARD. I desire to inquire of the 
Senator from Ohio what the resoluuon he pro- 
poses to take up relates to, ; 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator will remember 
that some time since we passed a joint resolution 
temporarily increasing the duties on imports fifty 
per cent, There is some doubt as to the precise 
time when that resolution took effect, and whether 
it operated upon goods in bond. Litigations and 
disputes have arisen upon it,and it is very neces- 
sary to act upon this resolution in order to define 
the precise time when it took effect. 1 do not 
think it will take long to consider it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, 
Clark, Cowan, Foster, Grimes, Harris, Jobnson, Powell, 
Richardson, Sherman, Ten Eyck, and Wilson—15. 

NAYS —Meessrs. Conness, Davis, Doolitde, Harlan, How- 
ard, Howe, McDougall, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Saulsbury, 
Sprague, Sumner, Van Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
"A SENT Messrs. Chandler, Collamer, Dixon, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Hale, Harding, Henderson, Hendricks, Hicks, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Nes- 
mith, Riddle, Trumbull, nd Wright—18. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONNESS. TL hope we shall now have a 
vote without further discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the proposed amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CONNESS. I believe the yeas and nays 
havé been ordered upon that; but I will withdraw 
the call, with the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. CARLILE. | madea motion to indefinitely 
postpone the bill and the amendment, and asked 
for the yeas and nays upon that, which will test 
the sense of the Senate. ~ : 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 have no objection to having 
a test vote upon that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on indefinitely postponing the bill, and on that 
question eB ee and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CARLILE. I will withdraw my motion 
ifit is desired, and allow the question to be taken 
on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
may be withdrawn by unanimous consent. The 
Chair hears no objection. The question now is 
of the amendment of the Senator from lowa, and 


grant or concession of said tract or rancho, or other title || United States had to do with this land was made 
whereby the same was acquired from and underthe autbor- || its duty by virtue of the treaty entered into be- 


ities of Spain or Mexico, to the contrary notwithstanding, || tween us and Mexico, and that was to carry out 
and all trusts, conditions, provisions, or covenants, prece- 


ent or subsequent, expressed or implicd, in said patent, | in good faith the grants which had been made by 
oom paaisenaben, or title to the comntary hereof, ne all 1} the Mexican Government, That has been done 
breaches of the same, are hereby wholly waived, abro- | by the United States in the issuing of the patent 
Sr at baa antaraca uiltad sricaetion inc ma || wit the condition arid covenants enssined in i 
conveyance or disposition made tn pursuance thereof shail | and which were imposed by the grant. Any fu- 
operate to pass all the rightand interestof the United States || ture disposition of this property or the enforce- 
in said land to the grantee, | ment of any of the conditions contained in the 
‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed || grant must be made or must be had through the 
and the bill ordered to be read a third time. It |! Legislature or through the State of Californian, 
was read the third time. which has entire and sole jurisdiction over the 
Mr. CARLILE, IfI understand this bill,the || lands within its limits. After the Government of 
Congress of the United States has no power to || the United States had performed its duty in rela- 
grant the authority assumed in the bill. ‘The only } tion to this grant under the treaty entered into 
effect that it can possibly have will be probably || with Mexico, all authority which tt had over the 
to convey the impression that rights may be ac- || land ceased so faras related to the enforcement of 
quired ander this act of Congress. If what is || the grant, the changing or altering of the grant, 
desired ought to be granted, application should || or the release of the grantee from any of the cov- 
be made to the Legislature of California, wherein || enants attached tothe grant. Any application to 
the land lies, for authority such as is proposed || change the grant or to dispose of it or which seeks 
to be conferred by this bill, or it may be made to || to make an entirely different diversion of the fund 
the judicial tribunals of that State. Certainly this |) should be made to the State of California and not 
Government has derived'no power to pass such || to the Government of the United States. es 
a law simply because of a patent issued under a || sir, the grantees under patents of land held in the 
grant which had been made by the Mexican Gov- || Senator’s own State issued by the Government of 
ernment. I therefore propose to record my vote || the United States might as well come to the Con- 
against this bill, and | ask for the yeas and nays | gress of the United States and claim a change in 
upon its passage. | those grants or an alteration of them as this 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | Bishop of Monterey. 
Mr. HOWARD: I confess that I seenosuch || The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
difficulty as the Senator from Virginia seems to | resulted—yeas 20, nays 13; as follows: 


i 


see in this bill. I do not think that Congress is | YEAS ~Mesers, Anthony, Brown, Conness, Doolittle, 
transcending its power under the Constitution in || Fessenden, Harlan, Howard, Howe, MeDovgail, Pomeroy, 
passing it. There was a time at least when the | aot , Wate. Wil Bocerren,, Soreaens ne Van 
United States had an interest in the landinques- || “Nay — Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, Collamer 
tion—a time at which the United States had pre- || Davis, Foster, Grimes, Harris, Henderson, Johnson, Pow- 
cisely the same interest in the land that was pos- 


| ell, Saulsbury, and Ten Eyck—13. 
sessed by the republic of Mexico which made || ,, A8SENP—Messrs. Chandler, Cowan, Dizon, Poot, 


the original grant to the church. If lunderstand || ot Ranaee , Mendiiehs, Mickey d.tun-ot dadtinsy Lene 

it properly, this grant was made by the republic | and Wright—I6. ’ , 2 

of Mexico to a religious corporation, either sole So the bill was passed. ; 

or ageregale. I presume the grant was made to || 

the bishop of the diocese, who, by the usages of | HOUSE BILLS REYERRED. 

the Church of Rome, under certain very ancient}, ‘The following bills and joint resolution from 

orders of the Pope, was the proper person to hold |, the House of Representatives were severally read 

the title. The grant was made upon certaintrusts || twice by their titles, and referred aa indicated 

ong SOREL IAPR ADK 2 puject of the grant was | below: ie : 

upon that Guestion the yeas'a the promotion of the Roman Catholic religion and A bill (No. 274) in relation to the computation 

odevéd. Sects chou 40 and meyer have been the maintenance of the Roman Catholi¢ priest- || of the time within which an indictment may be 
The question being taken by yeas and hays, || hood in that diocese. That was the object and || found against persons charged with crimes 














resulted—yeas 18, nays 14; 8 follows: patpaae, of the republic of Mexico in making | against the faws ot United States—-to the 
VEAS—Wesete Anthony, Budkalew, Carlile Cl _ |] the original grant, : Committee on the Judiciary. 

lamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, eae wate an ee The only question for us to determine, there- A bill (No. 281) to amend the sixteenth section 

Lepnere Denes caring Sherman, Sprague, Ten || fore, is whether the United States by acquiring || of the act entitled “An act to define the pay and 
r ¥-: ‘ 


emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved July 17, 1862—to 


MeDougall, Pomeroy, Ran: Saul ean cessor of México to the sovereignty of the coun- | ) 
Wade, Wilkineon, sad Wikoweias ee | the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, and Witson— 14. try, did not charge itself with whatever trusts and 

ABSENT —Mesers.<chandier, —_ Af peer Hale, || duties pertained to Mexico previous to the cession 
endersou, Head . e iana, : ; ' : 

ree OP Kanne 2 of ms or Nesmith, Biddle, Truw of the territory to the United States. 1 think the 

bull, and Wright—I7. 


A bill (No. 284) to prevent the selling and cir- 
culation of counterfeit coin, and of counterfeit and 
es oe ar Fepery notes ape ouial currency bills 
. }| Spect to this land, and that the Uni tes are || —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘ Pee ma pereed Hs B » || bound by precisely the same obligations, what- A bill (No. 305) to: restrict the Jertadietion of 
. the , TLE, After the word “State,”’ |! ever they were, which were once incumbent on {| the Coart of Claims, and to provide for the pay- 
in the nineteenth line, [move to insert the words || the republic of Mexico. It certainlyeannot be | ment of certain demands for.quartermaster’s 
; OR Menneiens with the laws thereof,’ so that || denied that the republic of Mexico was bound to stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the 
it wall read; see to it in some form that the conditions and |) Army of the United States—to the Committee on 
es prope a rae am nna it pee ee grant were carried out in good ie Pal win tie: 497) a or 
within , ! ; an ‘the ould be appropriated for the | i 0, in relation to the village of 

This nindadcnaal Seponeernt WIM the laws sepepoy supportand maintenance of the eheveh ot of the || Deposit, Delaware county, New Voter ts the 

, ent was agreed to, priesthood; atall events, that it should be applied || Committee on the aeaaty 

The bill eee the Senate, as amend- || to the ——— intended by the republicof Mex-} A bill (No. 513) to detach the counties of Cal- 

ed, and the a ments were concurred in. ico. ‘Phe whole effectof the bill now before us |! houn and Branch from the western judicial dis- 


NAY S--Messte Brows, Connese, Davia, fowand, Howe, this title, ey becoming, in other words, the suc- | 


United States are the successor of Mexico in re- 
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trict of the State of Michigan—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

A joint resolution (No. 87) amendatory of an 
act to provide for the deficiency in the appropri- 
ation for the pay of officers dae seen cm- 
ployed in the Western deparimept or department 
of Missouri—to the Committee on Finance. 


COURTS IN WISCONSIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House || 


of Representatives have returned the bill(S. No. || suggest to the Senator from Ohio that his amend- 


55) in relation to the circuit court in and for the 
district of Wisconsin, and for other 
with an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to add at 
the end of the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 


stried to interfere with executions, processes, or orders of || 


sale already in part executed, but the same shall proceed 
and be perfected as if this act had not been passed. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. My colleague is not in 
the Chamber at this moment, and If ask that that 
amendment may be allowed to lie on the table 
until he comes in, so that we may havea consult- 


THE 


urposes, || 


j 


| 
| 


ation about it, and determine whether itis proper | 


to ask for a committee of conference. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie upon 
the table for the present. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to postpone 
all prior orders with a view to take up House 
joint resolution No. 81. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 8]) amend- 
atory of the joint resolution to increase tempo- 
rarily the duties on imports, approved April 29, 
1864. As the joint resolution to increase tempo- 


rarily the duties on imports was approved by the || 


President on the 29th of April, at thirty minutes 
past seven o’clock p.m., but was not promul- 
gated until the day following, the resolution pro- 
vides thatthat joint resolution shall not be deemed 
to have taken effect until the 30th of April, 1864. 
It is not to be construed to include goods in pub- 


} I leave the language to the Senator, but suggest 
1 


|| on the Pacific coast that would be extended under 
|| the amendment proposed to importers on this side 





} and therefore the Committee on Finance proposed 
|| an amendment that it should not take effect until 
lic store, bonded warehouse, or bonded for ware- || 


i} 


| 


| to have taken effect from the time at which they 
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‘* after;’’ so that. it will read: 


That will allow one full day for notice to all 
| the ports in the United States, and itis presumed 


that for every port of the United States where || 


goods are in warehouse that day will be sufficient 
for notice. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will 


/ment is not now in order, not being strictly an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then | hope the Senate 
will notagree to the amendment of the committee, 
so that I can modify the resolution in this par- 
| ticular. 

Mr. CONNESS. I rise to suggest to the Sen- 
| ator from Ohio that, if the purpose of Congress 
| now is to have the law take effect from the time 
| the notice was given, it is but just to the Pacific 
| coast to allow at least one day more, because one 

day is not sufficient for telegraphic dispatches with 
certainty to goto San Francisco, An average of 
| two days, or three days, is more nearly the time. 
| | make this suggestion because it is but simple 
| justice that such an addition be made to their 
| time. Of course my purpose is not to exempt 
| them from the payment of any duty that they 
|should pay. But, as I stated before, if the pur- 
pose of Congress is that the law should be deemed 


received notice, | shotld like to have itso amended. 


that the same privileges be extended to importers 


| of the continent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This resolution as it was 
originally drawn and came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives provided that the previous resolu- 
| tion should not take effect until the 30th of April. 
| lt was thought that that was hardly time enough, 


notice was received atthe different places. The 


housing or transportation prior to the 30th of |; Secretary of the Treasury was of opinion that 


April, 1864; and any duties which have been ex- 


that would produce confusion, and we had some 


acted and received contrary to the provisions of |, very considerable doubt about it. The amend- 
this resolution are to be refunded by the Secre- || ment suggested by the Secretary is the amend- 


“a of the Treasury. 


| ment which the Senator from Ohio now proposes, 


he Committee on Finance reported the joint || that it shall not take effect until after the 30th of 
resolution with an amendment, to ingert after |) Aprile: The 30th of April came on Saturday, the 


‘* 1864,’’ in line five, the following words: 
Nor shall said resolution be held'to apply to goods which 


}| 


| Ist day of May was Sunday, and the result 


| would be that it would not take effect for any 


had been actually entered and the duties paid, andreceived | business purpose until] Monday. That gives all 


by the cotiector, under the laws existing at the time of the 
passage of said resolation, before the collector had know!- 
edge of its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
agree to this amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. I donotknow whether it will be persisted 
in or not. The amendment if agreed to will re- 
lease from duty all goods in the bonded ware- 
houses of the United States. [tis avery import- 
ant amendment, and I trust it will not be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is mistaken. 
The amendment now before the Senate has ref- 
— merely to goods imported up to a certain 

ate, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask that it be read 
again, and the Senate will sec what itis. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let the resolution be read 
as it will read if amended, sé that we may under- 
stand it. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Resolved, §e., That the said joint resolution shal] not be 
deemed to have taken effect until the said 30th day of April, 
1864; ner shall said resolution be held to apply to goods 
which had been actually entered and the eaaes paid, and 
received by the collector, under the laws’ existing at the 
time of the of said resolution, before the collector 
had knowledge of its passage. And the said resolution 
shatl not be construed to include goods in public store, 
bonded warehouse, or bonded for warehousing or - 
tation prior to the said 30th day of April, 1864; and any duties 
which shall have been exacted and received conuary to 


the provisions of this resolution shall be refunded by the 


Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 


amendment now under consideration is intended 
to apply only to ports where notice had not been 
received and Seymet of duties had been made 
ptior to the actual notice. To avoid the necessity 
of this amendment I will propose another, which, 
if it is in order, I will offer now, to insert after 


‘Mr. SHERMAN. I should explain mended 


———— 


I trust the Senate will not | 


the time thatis necessary anywhere. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That would be the 2d of 
May. 

Mr: FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 


| Mr. CONNESS. That would do. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That amendment was 
drawn with iat view. As the Istof May came 
on Sunday; and no duties are paid on that day, it 
substantially gives all the time necessary every- 
where. I do'not see any objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
will be upon agreeing to the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr, SHERMAN, I will now move in the 
fourth line’ of the resolution, after the word “ un- 
ee to insert the word ‘* after;”’ so that it will 
read: -s 

That the said joint resolution shall not be deemed to have 
taken effeet until after the sald 30th day of April, 1864. _ 

The amendment was. agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. | moveto strike out in the 
tenth line the word “ not’? and to insert the word 
* remaining,’’ after the word ‘ goods,’’ in the 
same line; and in the eleventh line to strike out 
the words “ prior to’? and insert the word “ af- 
ter;’’ so that it wilh vead: . 

And the said resolution shall be construed to include 
Rey epen bee in aan aioe ates aeaeik 
Joti day of April, 1864. , | 


This subject was discussed when the otherres- 


olution. was under consideration, and the Senate 
decided tos these increased duties on 

in store, the Senate will adhere to that 
decision. Hf my amendment should beagreed to, 


ae , 
| the word *‘until,’’ in the fourth hale, the word 


That the said joiut resolution shall not be deemed to || 


| have taken effect until after the said 30th day of April, 1864. \| 


as a matter of course that will be the effect of it. 
I have before me a copy of the English law on 
this same subject. The English always apply the 
increased duties to the goodsin store. 1 will read 


|| an extract front the law agit now exists in Eng- 


land. It is as follows: 
“All goods whatsoever which now are or may be depos- 


| ited in any warehouse or place of security, under aty act 





| goods, under any act or acts 


| of Parliament passed or to be passed for the warehousing 


of goods, without payment of duty upon the first importa- 
tion thereof, or which may be imported and on board any 
ship, shall, upon being entered for home consumption, be 


| subject to such and the like duties as may at the time of 


passing such entry be due and payable on the like sort of 
ssed for imposing any duty 
or duties of customs which shall or may be in force at the 
time of passing such entry, save and except in cases where 
special provisions shall be made in any such act or acts to 


| the contrary.’’—16 aud 17 Vic., cap. 107, sec. 20. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave not looked at the Brit- 
ish statute; but Il rather think the honorable mem- 
ber will find there isa very material difference be- 
tween the warehousing acts of Evgland and our 
acts on this subject. The ground which I main- 
‘tained and presented to the Senate on this ques- 
tion when it was before it on a former occasion 
was that there was as between the importer or 
owner of goods in’ warehouse and the United 
States a contract, which sucha proposition as my 
friend proposes would, as | thought, violate; it 
would not be keeping good faith with the importer. 
When goods are stored by the importer, he en- 
ters into a bond by which he is bound to pay the 
amount of duty then imposed, and the penalty of 
the bond is fixed with a view to that amount, and 
the amount that would be recovered by any of the 
bonds that these gentlemen have given would be 
the amount of duty to which the goods at the time 
when they were bonded were liable for. 

The British law as I think—I speak not from 
a very distinct recollection, buta general recollec- 
tion—does not require any ascertainment of the 
duties to which the goods are liable at the time 
when they are bonded. They are permitted -to 
go into a warehouse, and when they are taken out 
they are to pay the duties which such goods are 
then liable for. It is, therefore, as I think, rea- 
soning illogically, reasoning falsely, if | can use 
such a term, to apply the example in England to 
ourowncase, The practice of England is always 
to observe with studious good faith every prom- 
ise which the Government makes to its mer- 
chants. If the Government of England had alaw 
like ours which gave authority to warehouse 
upon condition that the owner would enter into a 
bond to pay the duties to which the goods were 
then liable, they never would have thought of tell- 
ing him he should not take them out afterwards 
and sell them unless he would pay any additional 
duty which the Government might think proper 
toexact. ‘There is, therefore, a difference i 
tween the two cases, 

It 4s true that the Senate, when this matter was 
before them some days ago, thoughtit was right to 
impose such additional daty upon goods in ware- 
house; but itis very evident from the passage of 
this resolution by the House of esentatives 
that the House in the, original resolution;which 
this is intended to explain, never contemplated 
levying a tax upon ds in warehouse.  lt.is 
for us to say, if the House committed a blunder 
from 'a want of such clear, unambiguous phrase- 
ology as would make their purpose clear, whether 
the Senate w:'l hold the House to the, conse- 

uences of that mistake, It is clear to my mind 
that but for that mistake these additional duties 
never could have been levied upon goods in ware- 
house. .1t was not, uggested as the effect of the 
original resolution. ‘The House passed the reso- 
lution, therefore, without any idea that that was 
to be its effect, and it was not until the Secretary 
of the Treasury placed upon it the construction 
which brought these goods within the operation 
of ‘that resolution, that the House saw they had 
committed the mistake, and at once, as her as 
they had the power, endeavored to correct it by 
passing the explanatory ‘now upon 
yourtable. The object of my friend’s amend- 
ment.is to defeat that explanatory resolution, so 
as to make the House stand by the consequences 
of their original mistake. ' 

_Mr.SHERMAN, There can be no doubt but 
what the joint resolution to be modified by this 
resolution a ied to goods in Bonded warehouse. 
Tliat was the construction ‘put upon it-by the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. ’ It wasthe 
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construction put upon it by the Senate after de- 
bate, and that construction was adopted by the 
Senate on a motion to correct the resolution im 
that particular. It is also the construction put 
upon it by the Treasury Department, and which 
has beenacted upon since. The goodsin bonded 
warehouse after the date referred to in this reso- 
lution when withdrawn for consumption paid the 
duties. If we propose now to refund all the du- 
ties that have been paid on goodsin bonded ware- 
house since the Ist day of May, and to release all 
the goods still in bonded warehouse, as a matter 
of course, notwithstanding all»we hoped to get 
from that resolution, we shall derive but very lit- 
tle benefit from it. I see no breach of faith in the 
matter. Congress has a right to levy the duty 
at the time when the goods enter into the con- 
sumption of the country. The importer may if 
he chooses put the goods into public warehouse, 
and he may. reéxport them without the payment 
of duty; but if they enter into the consumption of 
the country there isno hardship in requiring him 
to pay the duty. fis ’ 

if any other construction was adopted, it would 








be a large bounty to the importers. _ Their goods | 
have advanced already in the market equivalent | 


to the duty, and if they now can enter their goods 
for consumption at the prices that prevailed be- 
fore the inerease of duty, it is. substantially a 
bounty to them of the amount of the duty. At 
this time, it seems to me, the Government is in 
no condition either to refund the duty paid or to 
give them the benefit of that bounty. The law 
that [ have read shows that in England, where 
this matter. is well understood, they impose the 


consumption. 


I phia, Boston, and all the ports upom the Atlantic 
|| coast there was no difficulty about getting the no- | 
|| tice, and they had sufficient time to: pay the duties | 


i 





I am also told another fact, that since we have | 


imposed the increased duties on goods on ship- 
board, they have changed the form of the bond, 
and the condition of the bond. now has been for 
more than a year that the importer shall pay the 
duty in force at the time of theentry; so that the 
point raised by the honorable Senator from Ma- 
ryland does not now exist, and has not existed 
since the change of the law placing the increased 
duty upon goods on shipboard and in transitu. 
It seems to me, therefore, the whole reasoning 
upon which he bases his argument falls. 1 will 
not go over the ground now, because the Senate 
have discussed this matter fully before, and by a 
vote held that it was riglit under the circumstances 
in which we were placed to put/this duty on 
goods. Perhapsordinarily it would be wiser and 
better not to levy the increased duties until all the 
goods on shipboard, all the goods thatlhave been 
ordered, and the goods in transitu in any form 
had been entered for consumption at the old rate 
of duties, but I think there is no faith involved in 
it, no principle-involved in it. The Government. 
has the right to levy the duty at ithe time the 
goods are entered for consumption in the coun- 
try, and now it seems to me it ig’ justiand right 
to do 80. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If theameadment sug- 
gested by the, Senator from Ohio be adopted it 
will make the resolution originally passed opera- 
tive upon the 30th day of April. 

Mr.SHERMAN. After tlie 30th day of April. 

»Mr. HENDERSON. That would :be Mon- 
day morning, the, Qd! of May, 1 understand. I 
desire to state afact in connection with this amand- 
ment that has come to my knowledge this morn- 
ing. ‘There i# alargeaniouit of railroad iron in- 
ported by the railroads of Missouri that is at New 
Orleans and has been there sitice 1861. ‘No ho- 
tice whatever reached New Orleans of the 
of the joint resolution incteasing the duties within. 


time: to enable them» to: take: out that iron. Iv’ 


would have been utterly impossible for them to. 
take it out. before the Ist day of May. No no- 


ice whatever could have reaclied the» parties at’ 
L ale. 


St. Louis iu time to: allaw them to: do'so, 
lude to the Pacific Railroad Company. For a: 
long time it was supposed the iron had been used 
by the confederates in making gunboats, and: in. 
the confusion that resulted £5 the taking of 
New Orleans it was in fact lost sight of,and they 
refused to deliver it to the railroad company, anil 
the matter has been but recently. adjusted. It 
would certainly operate very hard to make this: 





additional ‘duty payable: by constituents of mine. 


when in fact it would not be le at other 


points. For instance, in New York, Pliiladel- | 


| 


} 


| 





and tae the goods out of bond. It would cer- | 
tainly operate very harshly if this amendment | 
were adopted without giving sufficient time for | 
it to operate also in New Orleans, 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as that particular | 
case is concerned it might be a ground of excep- 
tion from the rule by an express exception, or 
ina private bill; but it would not do to extend the 
time in all the ports. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly you should 
make it operative alike throughout the country. 
You should act make one pay and another not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would be better to make 
an exception in favor of that importation of iron 
by the Pacific Railroad Company than to make 
it general. If the Senator is in possession of all 
the facts in thatcase, and can state them definitely 
in an amendment, excepting from the operation 
of this joint resolution thé importation made by 
the Pacific Railroad Company of the iron actu- 
ally in New Orleans at the time the law took 
effect, I will vote for it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Why not extend ita suf- 
ficient time to cover all? 

Mr. GRIMES. What is the ease_in regard to 
the Pacific Railroad Company has been the case 
in regard to numerous persons doing business in 
all the western cities; As an illustration, some 
of my neighbors, who are dealers in crockery, 
buy most of their goods at Liverpool. They had 


| imported a large quantity of goods, and they were 
| 


duty in force at the time the entry is made for || 


stored in bonded warehouse in New York. When 
the resolution increasing the duties was passed a 
few weeks ago, the merchants in New York, be- 


ing aware that it was under consideration, and 
having banking facilities by which they could im- 
mediately secure the money with which to dis- 
charge their liabilities, took their goods out of the 
bonded warehouses. These gentiemen, removed 
from the seaboard, fifteen hundred or two thou- 
sand miles away, not at all conscious that any 
such legislation was about to take place, and not 
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having the facilities with which to pay up their | 
bends, have been obliged under the operation of | 


that resolution to pay the additional duty, and 
hence they are compelled to compete in the mar- 
ket witli men who have obtained their goods ata 
price less this new imposition of duty. Itis not 
only the ¢ase in the instance | have stated, but 
in regard to a great mahy merchants in Detroit, 
Chicago, St. Paul, Cinemnati, and all the west- 
ern cities,)who are in the hebit of importing in 
that way. It seems to me there ought to be some 
uniform law on this subject. . If the English law 
beyas has been stated by the Senator from Mary- 
land, that the bond provides that the person shall 
be responsible for any dutiesassessed or that may 
be assessed, then they execute the bond with a 
fair and distinet understanding on their part. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can-state that that isin 
our bond. Our bond was changed a year ago, 
in conformity with our law which imposed the 
duty on goods on shipboard. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Our bonds have not been 
changed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir, they have. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., By regulation of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. JOHNSON. » When? 

iMe.SHERMAN.. Fora year past. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not in accordance with 
law. The jawdistinctly says that the bond shall 
be taken for the payment of the duties at the 
time; and if such a change has been made it has 
been made without any law; They have got no 
law for it. .L looked at the law when this question 
was up before, and my vote was éntirely regu- 
lated by that law. 

MreGRIMES. It seems to me we ought to 
have a law to that effect if we have not got any, 
and the bonds ought to be executed in compliance 
with that law, and then the parties who sign these 
bonds have a distinct understanding of what they 
are igoitg to. becalled uportodo, Then it would 
be ‘novhardship.wpon them, and they could not 
claim» that we were perpetrating any wrong on 


them in imposing an additional tax; but it does 


strike me as rather hard when a maf has entered 
inte d bond in pursuance of a law that he will pay 
us a certain amount of movey bya specified day, 
and we here, without any action on his part and 


2783 
without his knowledge, by a voluntary act of le- 
gislation, declare that he shall pay just double the 
amount that he agreed to pay. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This matterexcited some 
discussion several times when it was up, either 
last year or two years ago; | think it was two 
years ago, when we passed the tariff law and 
made a specific provision for the non-exemption 
of goods on shipboard to pay the duties. } stated 
then that that provision was according to my ju s 
ment, and that I thought also the law should be 
changed so as to apply to goods in bonded ware< 
house when they were entered for consumption.“ 
I saw no reason why that should not be adopted 
asarule. I suid that I should be willing tosup- 
port that; that the great increase of value which 
was given by our law might very well be made 
available to the Government. hen the resolu- 
tion upon which this resolution was predicated 
was up the other day I objected toit. My reason 
was that I thought then and think now that when’ 
a change of system thus important is made, it 
should be made on fair notice. While I was for 
a change of system, my objection to that was that 
it was sprung upon the country without a mo- 
ment’s warning, In that tariff bill we gave a 
fortnight’s notice, as. the bill did not come into 
operation until some fourteen or fifteen days after 
its passage. 

Mr. JOHNSON. About three weeks. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator says three 
weeks. We gave ample notice, and I have since 
steadily stood hy that provision as the settled 
policy of the country. I am still in favor of that 
policy. I see no reason, with the Senator from 
Ohio, why it should not be adopted as the policy: 
that goods, when they are entered forthe purpose 
of consumption, should be subjeet to the duties 
that may be imposed upon them at the time they 
are thus entered. But I think in ordinary fair- 
ness that that should only be done on fair notice, 
and that to seize at the instant upon goods that 
may happen to be in a particular position is not 
exactly carrying out the idea which f had when 
I gave that notice with reference to my own action 
; n relation to goods that might be in bonded ware- 

10use, 

I was influenced also very considerably the 
other day by the argument of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Marylan with regard to the contract 
entered into between the importer and the Gov- 
ernment. I understand, however, as a matter of 
fact, that the bond actually given within’ a cer- 
tain date—I do not know when; the Senator from 
Ohio is probably better informed than I am—at 
the ports of entry now is and hag been for some 
period that they would pay the duties assessed 
at the time and such further duties as might be 
assessed when they were entered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That cannot be so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | am informed it is so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, It may be so; but’'there 
is no law for it. : 

Mr: FESSENDEN. That is another qites- 
t 





that I thought it was a mistake. I think the Sen’ 
ator is mistaken in point of fact. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I think not. 1 have in- 
formation which [ think is direct upon that sub- 
ject. My impression is it has been done under 
the direetion of the Seeretary of the Treasury. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thatiamy understanding; 
but if there is ‘amy doubt upon that very material 
point we might lay this resolution over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | I'think it would be well 
to let it lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It would be well to let it 
lie over that we may have the law on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mary- 
land read from the law. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, no; the law of 1846. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I looked the law up and 
gave it to the Senator from Maryland, the law of 
1846; and there has been no law passed since. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not think at any 
rate that would be likely to have any effect. As 
the Senate is very thin we might as well allow 
the resolution to lie over until to-morrow, and 
ascertain how the fact is, I wish to say iu re- 
gard to it, however, that if the bond stands under 
the old law, that is to say, the law of 1246, ini 
provides definitely what bond shall be given, 


on. 
Mr. JOHNSON. What I meant to say was’ 
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—_ raise a question whether, after all, any 
rights were gained under a bond given in the way | 
stated here unless you hold bonds given with a | 
full understanding that they were good atcommon | 
law if not as statute bonds. There might bea | 
difference of opinion on that point. I suppose my | 
friend from Vermont might think it was good for | 
nothing, and perhaps I might agree with him on | 
the subject. 

But! understand asa matter of fact that the mer- | 
chants,ora very largebody ofthem atany rate,are | 
not affecied by the lawthat has been passed. The | 
fact that such a bond had been eanied wat known; | 
and the notice thuthad been given here more than 
once was a notice which had in fact operated upon | 
their minds to make them aware that hereafter 
goods in bond were liable or would. be made liable to 
the duties that might be imposed up to the time 
when they were entered for consumption. At 
any rate, the Senate decided here the other day | 
toimposethem. I have great respect for the Sen- 
ate, and ordinarily should yield to it and not con- 
tend any longer; but yet with regard to this res- 
olution that has been called up by my honorable | 
friend | de not feel instructed by the action of the 
Committee on Finance in retaining that provision, 
becaure you will remember, sir, that the vote in 
that committee stood equally divided, three and | 
three, in reference to it, and it was simply reported | 
because there was not power ebough to strike it 
out, ‘The opinions of the committee were equally 
divided, as it happened to be at that time; and | 
confess that after the decision of the Senate on 
the original resolution I was very much inclined 
to adopt the view which the Senate had adopted 
and adhere to it throughout. As there may be 
some doubt about the law I think the resolution 
had better be laid over, in order that the Senator 
from Ohio may get the Secretary’s views on that 
subject, and ascertain specifically how the fact is 
ne how it is founded, and it may give us some 

ight. » 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
law on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator make the motion that the joint resolution lie 
over? 

Mr, FESSENDEN. 1 will, if it is agreeable 
to the Senator from Ohio. I do not wish to in- 
terfere with his action on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 am perfectly willing that 
it should be laid over. , 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. ANTHONY... | move thatthe Senate pro- | 
ceed tothe coneideration of House bill. No; 421. 

Mr. SUMNER, 1 do pot wish to cross the 
path of my friend from, Rhede Island, but the bill 
that | have spoken of every day I should like.to | 
bring forward as quick as | can,: Ls this bill likely | 
to.take any time ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is the bill. to provide 
for the continuation of the Congressional Globe. 
The Senate is thin, and | have no desire to pres# 
the bil) ata ime when any Senators jareiabaent 
who desire to discuss it; but it has been upon the 
table for some time, and | should. like to have it 
disposed of. i 

Mr. SUMNER... Why not dispose.of it now, 
and let it be understood that the bill Lb have in 
charge may be taken up aad proceeded with w- 
morrow, if the Senate chooses? 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 de notknow thatthis bill 
will take ten minutes. 1 do net know what the 
disposition of the Senate is on the subject. 

Mr.SUMNE®,. 1 do norobject to it., I only 
wish to make a continual claim as it were. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then L.move to take op 
the bill (EL. R. No. 421) to pay in part for pub- 
lishing the debates of Congregs; and for other 


purposes, 


The motion was ed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the 


olo, resumed the ‘consid- 
Gration of the bill.» |. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope we shall not adopt 
that old system of voting books to members of 
Congress... At the time we increased the com- 
pensation of the members it was understood that 
that ere es ht was odious to the 
country} it was subject of great abuse; and 
the reviyal.of it, 1 think, will nine new abuses. 














Certainly there may be a 






I certainly hope we shall not adopt that mode. 
If we cannot print the Globe at the present rates, 
let us pay them the money. It will cost a great 
deal more to adopt this system; and ¥ think it | 
will be of but very little benefit to members of 
Congress, and be a subject of just reproach on 
the part of the country. 

r. JOHNSON. Is the proposition to in- 
crease the compensation for the printing of the 
Globe hereafter, or is it to furnish members with 
the Globe as it has been printed from the first? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will explain the bill. 1 
explained it the other day, but | suppose Senators 
have forgotten it or did not attend to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was not here. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis necessary, if the Con- 
gressional Globe is to be continued, that there 
should be an increase of compensation. I[ sup- 
pose that is so apparent to every one that it is not 
necessary to go into the reasons of it. The late | 
publisher of the Globe, Mr. Rives, submitted to 
the Joint Committee on Printing two propositions, 
either of which he would accept, for the continu- 
ation of the publication. One was an increase of 
fifty per cent. on the price paid; and the Super- 
intendent of Public Printing, on whose judgment 
we placed more reliance than any other person 
in the matter, thought the proposition was notan 
unreasonable one considering the great advance 
that had taken place in all the materials and all 
the cost of publication, but that such an arrange- 
ment if entered into should be temporary, as we 
hope the prices will go down. 

he other proposition, and the one which the 
publisher of the Globe desired to have adopted, 
was to return to the original contract which he 
made with Congress, ee. which was violated by 
Congress without consulting him. The original | 
contract was that every member of Congress 
should be furnished with the Globe and Ap- 
_— from the commencement of its publication. 

n order to carry out that part of the contract, 
the publisher stereotyped the work and printed 
the back numbers to a considerable extent, and 
stored them away ina fire-proof building to await 
the calls for them as new members were elected to 
Congress. This part of the contract was abro- 
gated by Congress, not, | think, as my friend 
from Massachusetts says, in consequence of the 
compensation law which provided that all books 
furnished to members of benkeon should be paid 
for by themselves. I do not think the Congres- 
sional Globe was included in that act; I was not 
here at the time. I think it was not considered 
as one of the books that were furnished, tomem- 
bers of Congress. The books that had beewfur- 
nished were books outside, the works of Jefferson,. 
the works of Franklin, the Annals of Congress, 
and a great many other books that amounted, | 
believe, in all to seven or eight hundred dollars, 
which some members of Congress did not receive 
but receipted for them, and took the money com- 
pensation, which was joatly thought to be a very 

reat abuse. I do not think the furnishing of the 
lobes is an abuse of the nature to which my 
friend from Massachusetts refers. 

Without having any preference as to the two 
modes which the late proprietor of the Globe and 
his suceessors submit to Congress, this is the 

lan that the representatives of Mr. Rives prefer, 
eet it is the original contract, and because’ 
they think it will give permanency to the publi- 
cation. Mr. Rives was very decidedly in favor 
of that proposition, and | think it was on account 
of his preference for « and the delay of our com- 
mittee to come into it that the bill has been de- 
layed so long. The difference in the cost for this 
Congress will be about fifteen thousand dollars. 
This proposition will cost about fifteen thousand 
dollars for this C ‘more than the other; 
but it will be seen that for subsequent Co $ 
as the number of new members will of course be 





pest rate. 
; I-would ask the Senator 
a Me has in view mi — = 
accom more » perhaps, tri 

uting these books cmonaiiccnelen scocsanbonnkalen 
country. if they are distributed among the mem- 
bers, | would ask how many of them would not 
get sacrificed, get lost, the sets broken and dis- 


persed, go'that perhaps as a whole set very few Mr. CONN 
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would reach any public library. The great ob- 
ave in printing this large addi- 
tion, it seems to me, should to supply the 
libraries all over the country, not only the large 
town libraries but village libraries. | would have 
every library in the country supplied with this 
book. Eventually it will bea great source of 
historical knowledge which will constantly be 
referred to hereafter by anybody who is under- 
taking to write on the events of the time or to 
discuss them. It seems to me if we require di- 
rectly that they should be distributed amon 
libraries, that then we ‘should not positively of- 
fend against the statute which we have passed. 
As I understand it, the existing statute with ref- 
erence to the pay of members of Congress pos- 
itively requires that they shall not vote themselves 
books without having the value deducted from 
their pay. Now it is proposed to do that. It 
seems to me we had better avoid that, and if itis 
thought advisable to take these books of the suc- 
cessors of Mr. Rives—on that | express no opin- 
ion—then to distribute them among the libraries 
of the country. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. It isimpossible for a Sen- 
ator, who is not-a member of the Committee on 
Printing, without taking considerable pains, to un- 
derstand exactly this matter as it is. I believe | 
have the outline of it. L understand that the print- 
ing of the Globe cannot be continued on the present 
terms, and it becomes a question whether the re- 











_ports of the proceedings of both Houses of Con- 


gress shall be discontinued or not. ff Ef under- 
stood the Senator from Rhode Island aright, he 
states that there are two modes in which this 

rinting of the Globe can be continued: one is 
oe taking the back numbers and furnishing to 
each new member of Congress a back set of the 
Globes, and by doing that it will strengthen the 
hands of the publishers and they can continue 
the work; the other mode is by increasing the 
pay for the present issue of the Globe fifty per 
cent. We have those two questions before us: 
whether we will discontinue the Globe altogether 
and trust to the ordinary limited, condensed re- 
ports from the reporters’ gallery and other sources, 
or whether we shall continue to have an accurate 
history of the transactions of Congress as they 
oceur from day to day. I think the publie mind 
and the public eye have been so long resting upon 
this publication that it ought not to be discontin- 
ued now, and cannot be discontinued without a 
very just complaint on the part of the country, 
especially as these reports, for accuracy and fidel- 
ity, have never been surpassed, if ever equaled, 
by any other work in the whole history of ste- 


no y- 

Pele wele not in ike raidst of scenes which re- 
quire a vast expenditure of money, if we were 
not driven to our wits’ ends. to tax everything 
under heaven for the purpose of raising money, 
perhaps it would be judicious to take the back 
numbets of the Globe, and either distribute them 
among individuals or have them placed in libraries 
as is 6 by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I do not myself believe there isany ne- 
cessity for any regulation of that sort if all 
pee oe. a) 7 few wae ON oli <r 
knowledge o . They generally supply all the 
liteasibeth their States with the pnaabaee of the 
Globe. kam sure I do. I senda copy of the 
Globe to every library I know of in the State of 
New Jersey. pO 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is to give a full set 
of the back numbers tonew members. . _ 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Exactly, and that might 
be desirable if we were full of money and knew 
not what todo with it.. 1 think, however, we had 
better not now undertake to go into the wholesale 
book business, but if it is necessary, to continue 
the publication of the Globe, to put it in a shape 
by which we shall increase the pay as a tempo- 
rary expedient lasting for the present »and 
we can in future adopt a system which conven- 
lence, ,and the ic necessity will de- 
mand or 6 


I shall be 
uting the Globe or ee new member 
all the back sets. F chi it would not be justifi- 
able, and although I am not more subject to the 
of the country than any one else, | should 


opinion ; yp kote 
hesitate a while before 1 would give a vote 
the circumstances. 

In regard to whether back 


of this kin 


to thie mowstnens.of dietrib-’ 
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